| 


— — DD C_——_—— TC Os 


CTIWEWW—_— ——————_——— — 


_ 


A | 


DEFENCE 


 Pluralicies, | 


OR, 
Holding two BENEFICES 


WITH | 


Cureof Souls, | 


| 
As now Pradtiſed in the 


Church of ahi 
XY 444 £ 


Printed for Robert Clawel, at the Peacock in 
$ St. Paxl's Church-yacd. 1692. 
\, 


— 


— 


ww — 


I CO I- CI IEEE th. te. Bhi 


A ; 
DEFENCE 
Pluralities, 


Or, Holding 
T wo Benefices with Cure of Souls, 
As now Pradtiſed in the 
Churchoft EnGL AND. 


—__——_. 


INTRODUCTION. 


H E Uſe and Continuance of Plu- 
ralities in the Church of England, 
ſince the Reformation, hath been 
much inveighed againſt ever fince 

the riſe of Puritaniſm , repreſented as 
B mjurious 
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injurious to Religion, and ſubſervieat on- 
ly to the Avarice and Ambition of the 
Clergy. That the Puritans ſhould with 
ſo much heat oppoſe it, is not much to be 
wondered ; becauſe it was allowed by the 
Church, and the oppoſition carried with it 
an apparent ſkew ol religious Zeal. To thax 
waſpilh} Generation it was a ſufficient 
ground of oppoſing any thing, if it were 
practiſed or permitted by the Church, 
however lawtul and indifferent, or per- 
haps decent ap geceſÞry ; agd no Arti- 
fice was thought unlawſul , which might 
create to them an opinion ot Sandctity a- 
mong the People. But that an Accuſa- 
tion raiſed againſt the Church by her pro- 
feſſed Enemies, ſhould be continued and 
proſecuted by her own Members,we ſhould 
have juſt cauſe to wonder ; it we did not 
know by ircquent Examples ro what In- 
tempcrancics Mankind may be betrayed 
by the ule of talſe Principles. None can 
be ignorant, what Clamours have in late 
years been raiſcd and carried on againſt 
Pluralities , what Accuſatious have beeg 
formed againſt them in the Writings and 
Diſcourle of many, otherwiſe defſcrvedly 
eminent : how they are repreſented as the 
great Scandal of the Reformation, and the 
noit pernicious Relique of Popery ; = 

they 


_—_ a a ao Do a£acc x 


PENS FOO SEEN 79 22m OD 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


they are traduced as the Cauſe of many 
Evils and Inconveniencies in the Church ; 
affirmed to be ſinful in the nature of rhem, 
or little Icfs than ſuch , obſtructing the 
good of Souls, and deftroying the hanour 
and welfare of the Church. And to lay 
the greater load upon them , all rhe vio- 
Int Exclamations, brought tormerly by 
good and zealous men againſt thoſe enor- 
mous Pluralitics, which obtained in the 
Church of Rome , are applicd to the pre- 
ſent permiſſion and prattice of them in 
the Church of Fngland ; as if the fame 
thing were practiſed among us without a- 
ny reſtraint or limitation. 

The Clergy in the mean while, aftured 
of the juſtice of their Cauſe, and imper- 
tinence of theſe Exclamations, have re- 
mained filent, expefting that this unrea- 
ſonable Accuſation ſhould ceaſe with time, 
or at Icaſt make no impreſſion wpon thoſe, 
whom the folly of Puritaniſm hath nor yer 
infected. But when many Perſons of our 
own Communion engage themſelves in 
the ſame quarrel , and publickly dclame 
the Church upon this account; it 15 not fit 
the injured Clergy ſhould any longer con- 
tinue their ſilence, leſt it ſhould be rhoughr 
to imply a Confeſſion of Guilt , or give 
way to all thoſe Inconveniencics, which a 
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haſty and imprudent change in this mat- 
ter might probably produce to the 

Church. | 
I am not inſenſible, what a difficult 
Province I have undertaken : what Oppo- 
ſition and Cenſures will attend it. Ma- 
ny will efleem it a Paradox; and moſt 
will conclude it a raſh Undertaking , to 
oppoſe Reaſon to a Popular Cry , and to 
endcavour to defend, what almoſt all men 
by hearing only one (ide, have been long 
ſ:nce induced to condemn, Many good 
men, really zealous and concerned for the 
honour of Religion, will perhaps ſuppoſe 
it to be a Scandal to apologize for what 
they have hitherto believed to be no leſs 
than Evil. To theſe I doubt not to give 
intire fatisfattion; if they will judge with 
Candour and Indifferency. Others, who 
are farr the moſt viulent Adverſaries, only 
zealous in pretence, aftecting to gin the 
Reputation of Extraordinary Picty ; nor 
really concerned for the Honour of Reli- 
gion , but endeavouring to recommend 
t!emlclves by the pretence of it ; will de- 
cry the Author of this Apology as an E- 
nemy to Religion and Purity , as an un- 
godly Pluraliſt , Who prefers his Intereſt 
to the honour of God and the good of 0+ 
thers : nor will pcrhaps ſtop here the - x 
tects 
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fets of their Anger, if he be fo unfortu- 


nate as to be dilcovered. 

Indeed it is fo eaſy, and withal ſo ad- 
vantageous a Subject, to expole the Faults 
of others, and eſpecially the ſuppoſed cor- 
ruptions of a National Church ; that the 
Inclination of Ambitious men to oppoſe 
this innocent praQice of the Church, may 
cafily be accounted for. It ſeems to un- 
wary perſons to be an evident Argument 
of exalted Sanity, to oppugn the recei- 
ved Diſcipline of any Commumon ; ſince 
this infinuates as if they were more reli- 
gious and knowing than a whole Nation. 
To ſuch men nothing is more grievous 
than to be tied down to the ordinary 
Rules of Religion and Government ; ſince 
to be religious in the common way, would 
never diſtinguiſh them from other men. 
Somewhat muſt be continually attempted 
by them, which may make the credulous 
part of Mankind cry out, See a man more 
religious than all the Clergy, who went be- 
fore, or are contemporary with him ! They all 
pratliſed, or at leaſt allowed, a ſcandalous 


Cuſtom ; This man's Piety ts extraordinary, 


and qualifieth him beyond others to be a Go- 
vernour of the Church. It is lamentable 10- 
deed to conſider, that the credulity of 
Maakind ſhould be fo cafily wrought up- 
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on by deſigning men, and that Impoſtors 
of this kind ſhould ſeldom want fuccels. 
Such Exclamatiuns againſt the received 
Order and Diſcipline vt the Church, have 
ever ſince the firit Foundation of it, been 
the Comnmon-place to all ambitious Cler- 
gy-men defiring to appear zealous. No- 
ching is more caly, than to diſcover vices 
n another, or corruptions 1n a Society, 
This is a Subjet, which will afford con» 
ſlant matter to publick Harangues, and 
can never be exhauſted. At the fame 
time nothing 15 more popular, 1n that it 
qualifieth rhe perverlc nature of men,who 
generally love to hear things and perſons 
of publick c{teem decried ; and fecureth 
to the pretended Zealot the reputation of 
a more cle vated Picty,than that which ap- 
pears 10 any cf thoſe whom he oppoleth. 
With this Artifice a man may not only 
create Authority to aumſclt, but cover tus 
own Faults however groſs and numerous, 
by diverting and fixing the eycs of men 
upon the Faults of others; or it his own 
Crimes be too notorious to be diſſembled, 
compenſating for them by a wonderſul ap- 
pearance of Zeal. He that will vehc- 
mently exclaim againſt Pluralitics , and 
the other ſuppoſed ImperfeRions of the 
Cluurch, may faſely negleRt all the parts 
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A Defeitee of Pluralitiee. 
of his own duty ; may be Non-refident , 
may lordidly enrich himfclt and his Rela- 
tions 3 may injure his Equals, oppreſs his 
Inferiours : and all this ſhall be eaſily for- 
given in conſideration of his Zeal. It I 
would recommend my fclf ro a LeQure 
in the City, Icould take no more ſucceſs- 
tul method, than to inveigh againſt Plu- 
ralities, to accuſe the Clergy of negli- 
gence and covetouſnels. The name ot a 
zcalous Reformer would fet me beyond all 
competition of real Worth and Learning. 
It I defired to excuſe any fcandalous Im- 
moralities, which cannot be diſſembled ; 
I would arraign all the Corruptions of the 
Church, exclaim powerfully againſt - her 
Governours, and cry up the neceſſity of 
Reformation. To ſo warm a zeal for 
publick good, private fins would caſily be 
permitted. Thoſe who know the Town, 
have ſcen Examples ot both kinds within 
this year, 

This Air of Popularity hath been the 
great peſt of the Church in all Ages ; when 
Church-men employ their Deſigns not fo 
much to preſerve the Honour ot Religion, 
as to acquire to themſelves a Name and 
Intereſt among the Multitude ; when they 
apply themſelves to obtain the favour of 
the profeſſed Enemies of the Church ; and 
B 4 for 
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for that end ſtick not to betray her Con- 
ſtitutions, and ro be inſtrumental in her 
diſgrace. Doubrtleſs in the ancient Church 
it would not have been thought any great 
recommendation of a Catholick Clergy- 
man, to have fought the favour of the 
Donatifts, to admit and ſecond thoſe hea- 
vy Imputations, which they caſt upon the 
Catholicks ; to call them Brethren , and 
treat the ſincere Members of the Church 
as Enemies. How can it ever be expect- 
ed, that the Laity ſhould conſcientiouſly 
obey the Conſtitutions of the Church,and 
retain their duty to her ; when the Clergy 
make light of her. Authority , vilifie her 
Conſtitution, court the friendſhip of thoſe 
who have divided themſelves from her 
Communion, and ſeek her Ruine ? when 
tor their fake they will flight her Sacred 
Offices, mutilate or diſuſe her Ceremo- 
nies, proſtitute her Honour , and betray 
her Cauſe ? 

It is undeniable, that this great Cry a» 
gainſt Pluralities was raiſed by the Ene- 
mies of the Church, the Puritans, in the 
laſt Age. Before the Reformation the 
fame Clamours were raiſed againſt Plura- 
lities by the Mendicant Orders. The Ar- 
tifices and Hypocriſy of both are ſo like , 
that they ought not to be paſſed by with- 
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out ſome refle&tion. Theſe Mendicant Or- 
ders aroſe and chiefly infeſted rhe Church 
in the Thirteenth Age. They pretended 
an extraordinary Call from God to re- 
form the World , and corre&t the Faults 
of the Secular Clergy. To this end they 
put on a mighty ſhew of Zeal for the good 
of mens Souls, and of contempt of the 
World ; accuſed the Secular Clergy of fa- 
miſhing the Souls of Men,called them dumb 
Dogs and curſed Hirelings; maintained that 
Evangelical Poverty became the Miniſters 
of the Goſpel ; that it was unlawful for 
them to poſſeſs any thing, or to retain 
propriety in any worldly Goods. As for 
the Publick Orders of the Church , they 
would not be tied to them , alledging , 
that themſelves being wholly Spiritual, 
could not be obliged to any Carnal Ordi- 
nances. They broke in every where up- 
on the Parochial Clergy ; uſurped their 
Office ; in all populous and rich Places ſet 
up Altars of their own ; withdrew the 
People from the Communion of their Pa- 
riſh-Prieſt 3 would ſcarce allow the hopes 
of Salvation to any but their own Dilci- 
ples, whom they bewitched with great 
pretences of Sandtity, and aſliduity in 
Preaching. Theſe Artifices had raiſed their 
Reputation and [atereſt ſo high in a few 
years, 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
years, that they wanted very little to ru- 
ine the Secular Clergy, and therewith the 
Church. But in leſs than an Age the 
cheat of theſe Impoſtors became marutelt 
to all men. They procured to their S0- 
cictics incredible Riches , built ro them- 
{elves ſtately Palaces ; infinitely (urpaſled 
that vicioulneſs of which themſelves had 
( perhaps unjuſtly ) accuſed the Secular 
Clergy ; and long before the Reformati- 
on, became the moſt infamous and con- 
temptible part of the Church of Rome. 
Aiter the decay of their Reputation the 
Teſuites aroſe,that laſt and greateſt Scourge 
of the Chriſtian Church ; who upon the 
lame Principles and Pretences , carricd on 
the ſame Deſign , and ſtill proſecute it in 
oppoſition to the Clergy, where cver they 
are planted ; altho the World is no lels 
convinced of their Fraud than of their 
Predeceſſours,whom, after all their preten- 
ces to Evangelical Poverty and Simplicity, 
they have far exceeded in Riches and 
worldly Intereſt. After all this it may be 
cafily judged, how little Authority their 
Opinion 1n this matter ought to bear ; and 
how unfair it is to alledge the Determi- 
nations of the Regulars againſt the Secu- 
lar Clergy. To cite the Opinions of them 
in this Caſc of Pluralitics, is no other than 

ro 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
to produce the Authority of Baxter or 
Owen againſt Epiſcopacy, or ot Mz/ton and 
Ferguſon againſt Monarchy. 
Such were the Oppoſers of Pluralitics 
in our Church befare the Reformation (1 


mean, the Oppoſers of the ſimple uſe of 


them, as for the Oppolers of the great a- 
bufe of tlzem, many of them were excel- 
lent men, of which I ſhall ſpeak hereafter) 


Since the Reformation, (altho rhe Abuſe ot 


them was net continued) they have been 
vehemently decried by the Puritans , 
whoſe agreement with the Mendicants in 
the ſame Principles and Deſigns, is ſo evi- 
dent from the precedent account of the 
latter, that I nced not make any minute 
compariſon. Every one knows, what were 
the firſt Pretences and Principles of our 
Diſſenters, and what is their modern Pra- 
ctice ; how they inveighed againſt our Se- 
cular Clergy ; maintained the unlawful- 
neſs of their Poſſeſſions; ſer up Altar a- 
cainſt Altar ; withdrew the Laity from 
their Communion ; put on a ſpecious ap» 
pcarance of Mortification and unuſual San- 
ity ; have long fince quitted rheir pre- 
cile ſtrictneſs, but ſtill retain the pretence, 
and their quarrel tothe Clergy. Thus an 
hardned Hypocriſy will obſtinatel it, 
altho it be notorious that the Chear ow 
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been long ſince diſcovered , by the expe- 
rience of a more licentious practice of thoſe 
things, which themſelves have condem- 
ned in others. Particularly in this Caſe of 
Pluralities,it is well known, that when the 
Diſſenters had by a ſucceſsful Rebellion c- 
xRed all the Clergy of the Kingdom,toge- 
ther with their lawful King, and uſurped 
the Authority and Revenues of both ; their 
Leaders and Favourites {cized on, and re- 
tained to themſelves, more Benefices, than 
have been lately united in any Clergy- 
man of the Church of Erz/and. And at 
this day, many of the Heads of the Sepa- 
ration bold Plurality of Convenricles, as 
the Presbyterians of Scotland do of Bene- 
fices, 

To theſe open and profeiſed Fnemies 
of the Church, I might add thote ſecret 
ones. thoſe unfaithful Clergy-men , thoſe 
Traditores,who ſcek to oblige the Enemies 
of the Church by betraying her Out- 
guards to them, Altho I would not lay 
the imputation of Infidelity upon all ; 
Some, it may be hoped, atted upon a mi- 
ſtaken Zeal and falſe Prejudices. But up- 
on whatever Principle they procecded , 
it was long ſince obſerved of them , thar 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
Cathedral and Collegiate Churches ; and 
there growing fat , inveighed againſt the 
Dualities of the Parochial Clergy as a 
Mortal Sin. Among all our Biſhops ſince 
the Reformation, none have fo much fa- 
voured the Cauſe of our Diſſenters as 
Hooper and Williams, the firſt through 
weakneſs of Judgment, the other through 
a violent Ambition, which prompted him 
to oppoſe whatſoever his Rival Arch- 
Biſhop Laxd ſhould undertake. Of theſe 
Fiboper held two Biſhopricks, thoſe of 
Glecefter and Worceſter, for many years to- 
gether ; an abuſe which this Church had 
never ſeen from the time of Stigand to 
Cardinal Wolſey. And Biſhop Williams 
held,with the Biſhoprick of Linco/n,and af- 
terwards with the Arch-Biſhoprick of Tork, 
the Deanery of Weſtminſter, a Reſidentia- 
ries place in the: Church of Lziacoln , the 
Prebend of Afgarvey in the ſame, and the 
ReQtory of Walgrave. 

If I might, in the laſt place, be allowed 
to ſpeak treely to the Gentlemen and Lay- 
men of our Communion, whom the po- 
pular Cry againſt Pluralities may bave 
deceived ; I would defire them to judge 
of the. Reaſons which this Apology ſhall 
offer, without prejudice ; and in the mean 
while to caſt their Eyes upon thoſe = 
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Peſts of the Church, Mental Simony, and 
Bonds of Refignation ; which in time will 
become her ruine. The removal of theſe 
Evils will far more become their Zeal ; and 
from them only a Remedy can be ob- 
tained herein. 

Notwithſtanding the ſeeming difficulty 
of maintaining what in the opinion of 
moſt men 1s a Paradox ; notwithſtanding 
the oppoſition which may be expected 
from good men prepoſſeſſed herein , and 
bad men who by fuci a Defence may be 
deprived of one of their Common-places 
of Declaiming ; I rhought it my duty to 
undertake this Province, being aſſured , 
that therein 1 ſhould detend the Honour 
and the Intereſt of the Church ot Chriſt, 
which ever ſince the firſt Inſtitution of 
Pariſhes, hath permitted Pluralitics , and 
cannot now be well ſupported without 
them ; the wiſdom of the Parliaments 
and the Laws of this Kingdom, which have 
allowed them ; of the Kings and Queens 
of this Nation , who have confirmed, and 
continue them ; ot the Honourable Peers 
and Univerſities of this Realm, who have 
qualified Perſons to obtain them; the Re» 
putation of many excellent Perſons both 
alive and dead, who have granted and 
enjoyed them ; of many eminent a” 
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and Lawyers, who have juſtified them : 
and that I ſhall hereby free the moſt Re- 
verend Arch-Biſhop of Canterbury , and 0- 
ther Biſhops reſiding near the Court tor the 
Service of their Majeſties and of the 
Church , from the Imputation of that 
mortal fin, which all who maintain the 
unlawſulneſs of Pluralities, fix upon Non- 
reſidence. To the defence of all theſe 
= and Perſons I am bound either by 
reſpe&t or duty ; and it therewith the for- 
mer praCtice of ſome preſent Oppugners 
of Pluralities be defended ; I ſhall not be 
forry,altho I ſhould receive no thanks from 
them. 

The Enemies of Pluralities proceed up- 
on theſe Heads : either, that to hold more 
Benefices than one with Cure of Souls is 
Fure Divino unlawful ; or that it is con- 
trary to the firſt deſign of Parochial In- 
dowments ; or that it is highly inconve- 
nient to the Church. Againſt theſe I ſhall 
aſſert, and in order prove theſe three Pro- 
poſitions, 

I. Plurality of Benefices with Cure of 
Souls 13 not Jure Divino wnlawfud. 

Il. /t u not contrary to the firſt Deſign of 
Parochial Indowments. 

Il. It u not inconvenient to the Church. 
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CHAP. I. 


HAT Pluralities are unlawful by 

the Law of God, ſome Caſuiſts of 

the Church of Rome (chiefly thoſe of the 
Mendicant or Jeſuit Orders) have main» 
tained, and many Zealous Oppugners of 
Pluralities among the Reformers have ta- 
ken up their Opinion ; or at leaſt exagge- 
rated the guilt of Pluralities fo far, as that 
it can ſcarce otherwiſe be interpreted, If 
we enquire the Reaſons of this heinous 
Charge ; it is certain, that nothing can be 
Faure Divino unlawful, but cither by the 
Law of Nature, or by the Poſitive Law 
of God. For the firſt, none have been 
ſo ridiculous, as to pretend, that the Law 
of Nature hath determined any thing in 
this place : That direts no more of Paro- 
chial Prieſts, than of Parochial Conſta- 
bles. There remains then only the Poſt- 
tive Law of God, cxpreſicd in Scripture, 
which can fix this guilt upon Pluralities. 
But if we peruſe the Bible from one end ta 
the other, we ſhall find no DireQions 
herein ; no mention being made thercin, 
either 
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either of Parochial Prieſts or Parochial 
Cures ; nor indeed could be, fince the in- 
ſtirution of them was firſt made long at- 
rer the writing of thoſe ſacred Oracles, as 
we ſhall prove hereafter. As for Texts 
which may be ſuppoſed to allude thereto, 

y which our Reformed Adverſaries fome- 
f times alledge, they are of no moment in 
e this cauſe; ſince it is a reccived Principle 
1» amongall Proteſtants, that nothing is ne- 
of ceſlarily tobe believed unlawtul, which is 
Q- not declared to be ſuch, either by the Law 
& of Nature, or by the expreſs words of 
at Scripture. Yet in this caſe our Adverſaries 
If are not aſhamed to betray the Fundamen- 
us tal Principle of the Reformed Church, and 
be arraign that as malum in ſe, of which Na- 
he ture and Scripture are wholly filent. In 
zw our Diſlenters this Opinion is yet much 
en more unpardonable, who maintain, that 
aw nothing ought to be introduced in the 
in Worſhip of God, or in Eccleſiaſtical Dif- 
ro- Cipline, which is not warranted by expreſs 
ſta- words of Scripture. For things indifferent 
ofi- ma their own nature, may {ſtill remain {6 
are, { notwithſtanding the ſilence of Scripture ; 
ties. but the nature of any thing can never be 
4to changed from indifferent trounlawful with- 
ions Out expreſs words of Scripture. 
Gin, When Scripture cannot be produced, our 
ther C Ad- 
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Adverfaries fly to Metaphors, making 
great uſe of a Metaphor frequent in anct- 
ent Canons, wherein rhe diſeharge of the 
Epiſcopal or Parochia} care is compared 
to Marriage ; that as a man cannot have 
two Wives, fo neither can he have two 

enefices. Bur, alas! thall Metaphors and 
tropes and fimilics condemn a man ! Hath 
the Scripture any where ſaid that all the 
circumftances of Marriage fthall be obler- 
ved in the caſe of Benefices with Cure of 
Souls 2 Doth not every one know , that 
nothing is more ordinary, . than to ſtretch 
Similitudes too far, or more fatlactious, 
than ro argue from them : Will theſe men 
be concluded by the Simititude which 
themfelves bring ? If fo, it will be as un- 
lawtul robe tranſlated from one Biſhoprick 
to another , or from one Benefice to ano» 
ther, as it is to changs one Wife for 
another. But againſt this the early and 
univerſal praftice of the Church hath . 
prevailed, as to the Lawfulneſs of ir. 
( The roo common prattice of it was 
alterwards reftrained by Canons) And, 
as I fuppoe, none of our Adverfaries 
will maintain ſuch Tranſhtions ro be un- 
hwtul. 


But 
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But the chief foundation of their Opi- 
nion is the Neceſſity of Reſidence , which 
they ſuppoſe to be of Divine Right ; and 
fince Reſidence cannot be maintained in 
two different places at the ſame time, that 
therefore Plurality of Benefices is unlawful. 
It we demand their warrant for this Aſ- 
fertion, as in the former caſe , we ſhall 
find them very deſtitute. The Law of 
Nature they do not pretend to herein : 
The Texts of Scripture which they urge 
are very remote, and ſcarce applicable ro 
our caſe. Such are , that reproot of the 


Shepherds of /ſrae/ in Ezekiel; Wo to the <4"* 


2, 


Shepberds of lirael , that feed themſelves. 
Sould not the Shepherds feed the flocks 2 Te 
eat the fat, and ye clothe you with the wool. 
The diſeaſed have ye not ſtrengthned, neither 
have ye healed that which was fick —— but 
with force and with cruelty have ye ruled 
them, &c. or that deſcription of them in 


all dumb dogs , they cannot bark, ſleeping , 
lying down, loving to ſlumber,&c. He muſt 
be very acute, that can convict Pluraliſts 
out of thele Texts : what is there in all 
this, which may not as well be appli-d 
to Prieſts poſſeſſing one Benefice as two 2 
Nay what doth this at all concern Paro- 
chual Prieſts as ſuch; being direted a- 
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gainſt the Prophets of /ſrae!, many of 
whom were not Prieſts, and thole who 
were Prieſts, not fixed in diſtint Pa» 
riſhes ? Not to ſay that he muſt be blind 
who ſees nor, that the firſt paſſage is di- 
retted againſt the oppreſſion and tyranny 
of Temporal Governours ; the ſecond re- 
proveth the cowardice and neglect of the 
Prophets, who did not couragiouſly op- 
poſe Idolatry, nor warn the People againſt 
it, as they ought to have done, when 
wicked Princes endeavoured to introduce 
it. Such dumb dogs were the Presbyte- 
rians and other Diflenters in the Reign of 
the late King ; who formerly made a vio- 
lent outcry againſt Popery in the Reign of 
other Kings, when there was little or no 
danger of it; bur when the danger became 
rcal, and Popery in earneſt _ tobe in- 
troduced, were then wholly ſyent, feared 
to oppoſe it ; but rather aſliſted to intro- 
duce it,by encouraging that unhappy Prince 
in the Ulurpation of his Diſpenſing Power, 
| thould be thought to trifle, it I ſhould 
give a (crious anſwer to ſome other Texts, 
which are in this caſe produced by our 
Adverſarics to no better purpoſe. That 
Text of S. Matthew alledged by the Puri- 
tan Conventicler , Abrabam begat Iſaac 
(whence he oblerved, that Reſidence oy 
® 
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of Divine Right , for if Abraham had not 
C reſided, he could not have begat Jſaac) is 
d as material as any of them ; not to ex- 
1 cept the irrefragable Teſtimony faid to te 
y produced by the Aſſembly of Divines.u ho 
4 in their Annotations on the firſt Chapter 
_ of Geneſis, having takennorice of all thot? 
D- parts of the World , which God is there 
{|} AFfaid to have created, ſubjoyned this wor- 
ont thy note, Here is no mention made of Arch- 
ce Biſhops, Biſhops, Arch-Deacons , Officials , 
uy - ng wa &c. Ergo, God did not create 
them. 
4 This Opinion of the _—_— of Reſi- _ Cone, 
of dence is chiefly taken from the Spaniſh Bi- ;1,.g, 
90 ſhops and Divines in the Council of 7rent ; 
ne Who often and ſtrongly endeavoured to 
in. $et Reſiilence to be declared to be of Di- 
ef Yine Right, and conſequently indiſpenta- 
ro. Þle- Their Authority in this cafe never 
nce fails to bg urged by our Adverfaries ; as it 
er, Fey would repreſent the Clergy of the 
ald Chureh of England, to be worſe than thoſe 
xts, Of the Church of Rome. However it is 
our fomewhat abſurd ro urge againſt us rhe 
hat Authority of the minor part of that Coun- 
uri. Cl, when themſelves will not be bound 
aac by the Decrees of the major part of it. 
was We believe the whole Council to be falli 
of Þle, much more the leſſer part. They 
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pretend indeed this to have been the more 
Learned and Honeſt part of the Council, 
This is ſpoken gratis, and may as eaſily 
be denied by us. If it were worth the 
while , it could be proved, that the Spa- 
niſþ Biſhops were not free from ſiniſter and 
corrupt deſigns herein , and the Divines 
who diſputed on their fide were all Domi- 
nican Friers , and conſequently no impar- 
tial Judges of the duty of the Secular 
Clcrgy. But to make the moſt of their 
Authority, it reſpeQeth not the Caſe of 
Parochial Prieſts, but only of Biſhops. The 
Pope had uſurped to himſelf the Title of 
Univerſal Biſhop, not only in Name, but 
Olfice ; upon pretence of which his Flat- 
terers maintained , that all the Paſtoral 
power of the Church was committed ori- 
ginally by Chriſt to him alone, and from 
tum dcrived to other Biſhops , who were 
no other than his Delegates and Cornmiſ- 
ſioners. To overthrow this DoEtrine, and 
aflert their own Authority, the Spaniſh 
Biſhops laboured in the Council to obtain 
a Declaration of the Divine Right of Reſt 
dence; ſince it that were allowed, it would 
necelſlarily follow, that their Order alſo 
was of Divine Right, and not only by 
Papal permiſſion and Delegation. Of this 
the Pope and his Dependants in the Coun- 

cil 


FED TOY ry 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


cil being aware,quaſhed rheir undertaking, 
Now all this relates only to Biſhops ; So 


that to apply the Opinion of the =_ 


Biſhops herem to the Cale of Pariſh Prieſts, 
may be allowed indeed in our Diſſenters, 
who make no diftin@tion between the two 
Orders but is unpardonable in a Writer 
of the Church of England, who cannot 
but know, that, altho the Pope hath not 
original Juriſdiction in toto & in ſolide in 
any Dioceſe beſide his own, yet a Biſhop 
hath in all the Pariſhes of his Dioceſe ; 
and that, altho Epiſcopacy is of Divine In- 
ſtirution, yet Parochial Cures are not 
ſo, 

But to clear this matter beyond all 
doubt, I will examine the Caſe of Refſj- 
dence more ſtrily, and firſt by ſuch con- 
ſiderations,as ſhall equally concern the Cafe 
of Biſhops and of Pariſh Prieſts ; Second- 
ly, I will prove, that the Reſidence of 
Biſhops is not of Divine Right ; and laſt- 
ly ſhew , that although the Reſidence of 
Biſhops were of Divine Right, yer it would 
not rhence follow , that the Reſidence of 
Pariſh Prieſts is cf the fame kind. 

Ot the general Confiderations which 
concern the Cauſe of both, the firſt ſhall 
be, that it will be impoſſible ro fertle the 
limits and term of this jure diving Refi- 
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dence. Things of this nature appear very 
plauſible in the theory, and while they 
are carried no further, ſeem deſirable and 
excellent; bur when they are reduced to 
practice, the folly of the ſpeculation will 
ſoon appear. If therefore the Spaniſh Bi- 
ſhops had been asked in the Council, whe- 
ther the Reſidence which they aſſerted to 
be of Diviace Right, included the whole 
Year, or only part of it ; they could not 
have agreed in it. It Reſidence of the 
whole Year were required by the Law of 
God, Ly what warrant did they appear 
in that place out of their Dioceſles, or at 
any time attend their Prince or his Coun» 
cil or Officers upon the weighty Afﬀairs 
of Church or State ? It only partial Reſi- 
dence were required, who ſhould define, 
how much God would accept, or how 
much might lawfully be ſpear out of their 
Dioceſſes > It might have bcen alledged 
againſt them, that it was raſh and unwar- 
rantable for any man to define the limits 
of the time required ; or rather, that 
ſince God himſelt had revealed nothing as 
ro this matter, it was an evident argument 
that he intended no ſuch obligation. That 
if Reſidence were indeed jure divino ne- 
celſary, no Authority upon earth could 
diſpence with one days abſence ; but if > 
{ 
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the intereſt, and neceſlicies and emergen- 
cies of the Church could not be managed 
ſucceſsfully or ſupplied. Or if 40 or 60 
days were allowed for ſuch occaſions , 
why not as well 70 or 80, fince here was 
no fixed rule to determine the number, be- 
ſide the occaſions and neceſſities of the 
Church, which might ſometimes as well 
require an abſence of the whole 3 65 days 
as of ſixty? And when ſuch caſes happen, 
ſuch a total abſence would be lawtul for 
the ſame reaſons, for which they ſuppoſed 
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Biſhops therefore in the Council of 7rent, Trid. p. 
at the fame time that they deſired Reſi- 755 


dence of Biſhops to be declared to be jure 
divino, required it to be decreed, That Bi- 
ſhops are bound to reſide in their Biſhop- 
ricks fix months in the Year at leaſt. By 
the fame reaſon that they allowed fix 
months of Non-refidence, others might 
have allowed eight ; fince the fame au- 
thority or reaſons, which could diſpenſe 
with the jus divinum of Reſidence for one 
half of the Year, might diſpenſe with it 
for two thirds; and it for ſo much, why 
not for the whole > This uncertainty of 
opinion, and impoſſibility of fixing any 
certainty herein, maniteſts the whole ſup- 
poſition to want all foundation. Yet it is 

not 
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not unfit to be conſidered, that if the O- 
pinion of the Spaxrſb Biſhops ſhoukl be al- 
lowed, a Dualiit might eaſily obſerve rhe 
conditions of their jure drumeo Relidence, 
reſiding ſix months at one Beneſice, and 
ſix months at the other. So that their Opi- 
nion is not only falſe, but alſo imperti- 
nent to our purpoſe, who detend the mo- 
dern prattice of the Church ot Exg/and, 
which allows no more than two Bencfices 
to one perlon. 

Now to diſmiſs the Spaniſh Biſhops, and 
conſider th2 intrinſick merits of the Cauſe, 
let us enquire up2n what greunds Refi- 
dence can be thus tuppoled io be neceltla- 
ry. Certainly the Nature of the thing 
doth not abſolutely dire&t it. For ſup- 
poſe an Incumbents houſe ſeated in the ex- 
treme limits of his Pariſh, as 15 tlie cate of 
many ; the Incumbent living herein will 
be allowed to obſerve Reſidence. Now 
ſuppoſe the Incumbcat dwelleth not here, 
but an hundred yards further in another 
contiguous Pariſh ; ſhall this Reſidence 
ccale ro be ſuch as is required jure divino, 
meerly tor the difference of the diſtance 
of an byndred yards, altho he may per- 
haps be much nearcr to his own Church, 
than many thouſand other Incambents 
who live within the bounds of their own 

Pa- 
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Pariſhes ? I know it is forbidden by our 
Civil Laws : Burt that alters nor the ſtate 
of the Queſtion , when we enquire con- 
cerning the jus divinum of this Reſidence; 
Ler us again put the Caſe of two conti- 
guous Pariſhes, united 1n the perſon of one 
Prieſt, who reſides in one of them, and 
of ſome other Pariſh, which beſides the 
Mother-Church, hath a Chappel of cafe 
annexed to it. I challenge the molt acute 
man in the whole World, ro diſcover any 
difference as to matter of Conſcience or 
Divine Inſtitution between theſe rwo Ca- 
ſes. For altho our Law maketh a diffe- 
rence, yet the Law of God and the na- 
ture of the thing make nene. However 
none ever doubted the lawfulneſs of hold- 
ing a Chappel cf caſe with the Mother- 
Pariſh. Nay altho the Mother Pariſh may 
contain five or ſeven, or {cmetimes ten 
Chappels of caſe, no diflerence is made in 
the caſe. Some of theſe Chappels may be 
ten miles diſtant from the Mother-Church; 
yet here the judgments of men alter not 
becauſe of ſuch diſtance. And it ren miles 
diſtance be allowed, why not fifteen, or 
twenty, or thirty which the Canon al- 
lows for the urmoſt diltance of two Bee 
nefices to be hel4 by ene perfon > For 
whether the Chippel or diſtiat Church 

be 
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be ten or thirty miles diſtant from the 
Mother - Church or the other diſtinct 
Church, at which the ReQtor of both doth 
reſide ; it is certain, that the Sacred Offi- 
ces of each muſt be ſupplied by a Curate ; 
And then the exclamations of the Anti- 
Pluraliſts will lye equally againſt both ca- 
ſes; That here the Sacred truſt is hircd 
out to Mercenaries; That one feeds the 
Flock, and another receives the Fleece, It 
would be incxculable folly to alledge, that 
in one caſe the two Pariſhes are diſtin, 
in the other caſe but one. For do we think 
that God will regard this nicety, when 
in the nature of the thing there is no real 
difference 2 Not to fay that Plurality of 
Benefices is in our Church confined to the 
number of two ; whereas Chappels of caſe 
belonging to one Mother-Church are al- 
lowed to be held without number : altho 
in foro conſcientiz , one Mother-Churcl: 
with three Chappels of eaſe doth as really 
conſtitute four diſtin&t Benefices, as one 
diſtin Benefice perſonally united to anc- 
ther do conſticute two Benefices. Yet no 
ſcruple is made of the lawfulncls of one 
caſe, altho the crime of it, it there were a- 

ny, is really double to the other. 
Yet after all, our Adverſarics will per- 
fiſt, and without regard to the merit or 
IC» 
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reaſon of things, will maintain that Plura- 
lities are unlawtul. That they are not 
unlawful in their nature we have proved ; 
That Non-reſidence alſo in the nature of 
it is not unlawful, is evinced. They re- 
cur therefore to the Sacred Offrce annexed 
to the Benefice, and contend that it ought 
to be executed by perſonal attendance ; 
that the Incumbents ought not to receive 
the fee, and commit the work tothe care 
of ſome inferiour or raw Practitioner, bur 
perſonally watch over the Cure of Souls 
commitred to their charge. Now in the 
Caſe of Chappels of eaſe Curates are and 
muſt be imployed, yet they condemn not 
the pratice. So that it is not ſimply evil 
to diſcharge this impoſed truſt by Curates. 
But to diſmiſs this Caſe of Chappels of 
eaſe, ſo grievous to our Anti-Pluraliſts ; 
it is well known, that the Terms of Di- 
ſpenſations of Pluralities require every 
Pluraliſt to reſide upon each Benefice fome 
conſiderable timeevery year. So that he 
cannot be ſaid, wholly to commit ro Mer- 
cenaries the truſt impoſed on him; ſince 
himſelt doth in each Benefice ſucceſlively 
diſcharge ir. To this our Adverſaries re- 
joyn, that by the Law of God he is bound 
to diſcharge the whole truſt in his own 
perion, and not commit any part of n) to 

er- 
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Mercenaries. Now fce the unhappineſs 
ot airy Projects. It this be admirted, all 
the inconveniencies before mentioned in 
the Cafe of neceſſity of perpetual Reſi- 
dence, will return. Or if, to avoid them, 
they will allow that the Incumbent may 
ſometimes be ablent, ſuppoſe for two 
months in every year ; then during that 
time his Office muſt be fupplicd by a Sub» 
ſtirute. $9» that for two months time, it 
will be lawful for any Incumbent to exe» 
cure his Office by a Proxy ; And if for 
two months, why not for three, or four, 
or more? Who ſhall determine the utmoſt 
limit of the allowed time ? It it be faid, 
that the Laws of the Country ſhall deter- 
mine it, as it hath in our Nation, by the 
ſpace of two months ; I anſwer, that I 
enquire not now what may be done jure 
humano, but divino; beſides that this Hu- 
mane Law hath been diſpenſcd with and 
relaxed by other Laws, in many particu» 


lar Cafes ; and eſpecially in the Caſe of 


Pluralitics. 

But to forgive all the abf{urditics, fol- 
lies and inconveniencies, to which the O- 
pinion of our Adverſarics neceſſarily doth 
betray them , and procced to the ecxami- 
nation of their remaining arguments : It 
w generally aliedged by chem, That the 
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| care of Souls, being fo great a concern, 


ought to be managed with the utmoſt dt 
ligence ; that it ought not ro be delegated 
to a more unworthy perſon ; that the 
common good of rhe Church and of the 
Souls of men, require this Office ſhould 
be diſcharged by the proper and imme- 
diate Officer. Theſe things ſound very 
well at the firſt hearing ; but when redu- 
ced to practice, 'are found ro be infignifi- 
cant, For i oft-times happens, That the 
Curate is a better Phyſician of Souls than 
the Reftor ; in which caſe it conduceth to 
the Spiritual good of fuch a Pariſh, thar 
the cure thercof be fopplyed rather by the 
Curate, than by the ReQor in perſon. I 
know ' out Adverfaries will preſently cry 
om, Remove the Reftor , and It the Cue» 
rate take his place, - Bur (ft and fair ; Tr 
would ſcarce be thought juſt, that a Lay. 
man ſhould be difpotiNed, and his Efate 
given to another upon no other Title, than 
It 19 nor 
enough to diſtinguiſh our caic by reaf92n cf 
the Spiritual concern of it ; tor the iniit- 
In the next 
place, the Rector, tho inferiour to the Cu- 
rate in tis refpe, may in other reſpects 
de farr ſuperiOur in merit ro him. Lefſt- 
ly, if this were admitted , go quiet or 
peace 
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peace in the Church could ever be main- 
tained, as upon the leaſt refleftion will be 
evident beyond contradiction. Further, 
if we ſhould ſuppoſe the Reftor to be al- 
ways the farr more worthy perſon, more 
Skilful rodire& the Souls of men,and more 
diligent in applying ſuch direCtion ; yer 
would not the opinion of our Adverſaries 
be thence evinced. Rather it would be 
tor the common good of the Church, and 
the Souls of men,that ſuch a perſon ſhould 
be entruſted with the care of two Pariſhes. 
For altho he ordinarily ſupplies one Pariſh 
by a Curate ; yet he is bound to reſide at 
that ſome conſiderable - time every year, 
and at all times to inſpet and: dire his 
Curate. By which means two Pariſhes 
enjoy the benefit of this excellent Guide, 
which without the permiſſion of Plurali- 
ties would have been afforded but to one ; 
the number of ſuch excellent perſons be- 
ing in the judgment of all men far iofe- 
riour to the number of Parochial Cures in 
England. 

The laſt effort of cur Adverſaries is, 
That the Miniſters of every Pariſh are 
bound to give an account to God of the 
Souls of the perſons committed to their 
charge ; that God will not accept this ac- 
count by any Proxy, but will expett that 

every 
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every Pariſh Prieſt ſhould reader it in his 
own perſon, and according to his own 
knowledge : That it is not enough ro per- 
form the Divine Offices, and repeat Ser- 
mons once a week ; but they muſt viſit the 
ſick, reprove the ſcandalous, reconcile dif- 
ferences, teach their flock by conſtant ex- 
ample as well as doctrine. This argu- 
ment is plauſible, and cafie to be impro- 
ved by an ordinary underſtanding, that [ 
need not add any more, to give to it its 
full force. Yet withal it will be found to 
include nothing of Subſtance, if it be nar- 
rowly examined. As much of it as infers, 
that God will exa&t from every Pariſh 
Prieſt a particular account of every ſingle 
Soul committed to his care, or that he 
will in no caſe accept the diſcharge of this 
care by a Subſtirure,is falſe. For no more 
can be required,thaa that the Priclt ſhould 
render a general account of his charge , 
that he hath been diligent in preaching , 
in adminiſtring the Holy Offices, ready to 
apply this general care to particular per- 
ſons as opportunity ſhould ofter,and exem- 
plary in his Converſation. And then as 
ro a Proxy, it the Prieſt alledgeth, thar 
the ſame authority of the Biſhop , which 
committed the care of the Pariſh to him, 
did disburden him of that care, and im- 
D poſed 
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poſed it in whole or in part upon a Subſli- 
tute, rherc is no realon to behieve,that God 
wiil not accept this plea. We readily 
grant that the Cure of Souls is a weighty 
concern, that great diligence ought to be 
uſed in the diſcharge of it ; that the per- 
ſon to whom it 1s committed , whether 
Incumbent or Curate, ought to be con» 
verſant among his flock, and, acquainting 
himſelt with the neceflities of it , make 
conſtant proviſion for them. The Church 
had conſidered this long fince ; and how- 
ever our Anti-pluraliſts be puffed up with 
an Opinion of their own ſingular wiſdom, 
had weighed the force of this argument 
long before them. For this reaſon, by the 
conſtant pratice of rhe Governours of the 
Church, it hath becn provided , that two 
populous Pariſhes have not been commit- 
red to rhe care ot one perſon : that it one 
be tar more populous than the other, he 
ſhould make his more conſtant Reſidence 
in the former. The Rules the Arch- 
Biſhops never jail to obſerve in granting 
Diſpenſations of Pluralitics, and cheſe a» 
bundantly obviate all the force cf the 
Obje&tion. For in two contiguous Pari- 
ſhes (which is the moſt ordinary caſe of 
Pluralitizs) the Incumbent of both, altho 
reſiding conſtantly in on2 of them , may 
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cafily miniſter to the neceſſities of them 
both ; may inform himſelt of the behavi- 
our of his flocks ; may adminiſter fpiri- 
tual advice ro them ; may be exemplary 
in his life and converſation to cach Pariſh ; 
may be enabled of his own knowledge ro 
give an account of them to the great Shep- 
herd of Souls. The cafe of two remote 
Benefices, committed to the care of one 
Prieſt is more rare: Yet even in this caſe 
the Church hath made ſufficient proviſion 
for the ſame advantages, by direCting the 
Pluraliſt, to reſide upon the one the great- 
er part of the year, and upon the other at 
leaſt three months in the year ; and grant- 
ing to him a Diſpenſation upon theſe Con- 
ditions. That this three months Refi- 
dence upon that Benefice which 1s leſs 
frequented, added to the conſtant reſidence 
of an able Curate upon ir,will tully ſupply 
the ends above-mentioned, will cafily ap» 
pear. No man doubts that a Pariſh Prieſt 
in the City of Londox, holding one Bene- 
fice there, and reſiding continually upon 
it, may be able fully and conſcientiouſly 
to diſcharge his duty. Now the number 
of Souls in the Pariſhes of Lowdon, one 
with another, may be reaſonably compu- 
ted to be about 5000. Scarce any Pariſh 
in England, poſleſt by a Pluraliſt , upon 
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which he is not bound by the Canon to 
beſtow his more conſtant Reſidence , in- 
cludes 500 Souls : However, ſuppole thar 
to be the number, 1n this Pariſh including 
509 Souls, he is obliged to refide three 
months every year. lt is manile(t, that 
in a particular application of the labour 
and care of the lacumbeat to his Parithi- 
oners, and a particular enquiry into the 
ſtate and behaviour of them , and com» 
muaicating the influence of a good exam» 
ple to all oi them, three months will et» 
le as much 1n relation to 509 as thirty 
months, and much more than twelve 
months will do 1a rclation to thele 5000. 
So that it we grant the people of London 
to be ſufficiencly provided for in their 
ſpiritual concerns, by the conſtant Refi- 
dence of their Pariſh Prieſts ; muci more 
will the chrce months Retidence of any 
ReQor, added ro the conſtant attendance 
ot his Curate, ſupply the neceilitics ofany 
ſuch Country Pariſh. 

Theſe conſiderations are in ſome fort 
applicable to the caſe of Biſhops 3 And 
however | have choſen all along to in- 
ſtance in the caſe of Parochial Pluralitics 
ow reſidences ; becauſe the examples 
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them are more ſrequent , and the de- & 
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of this Apology:yet all which hath been hi- 
therto faid of Pariſh Priefts,l conceive may 
inflome mcaſure be truc,applied to Biſhops. 

But I proceed to examine the caſe of 
Biſhops ſeparately. In the firſt place, 
ſtrictly ſpeaking, Ref1Jence cannor be ſup- 
poſed ro be enjoyned even tothem Jure Di- 
vino, if it be permitted to one Biſhop to 
hold ewo Biſhopricks together : Yet for 
this we have the example and authoriry 
of the Primitive Church, For whercas 
the ordinary diſcipline of the Church re- 
quired a Biſhop to be placed in every Ci- 
ty, to govern it and the circumjncent 
Territory ; wherever we find that one 
Biſhop preſided over two Cities, we muſt 
conclude, that he did in effe& govern two 
Dioceles, Now examplcsof this kind are 
frequent in the ancient Church. Thus in 
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the middic of the third Age, the Cities of ;;,,, 
Leon and Aſturia in Spain had but one Bi- #if.p 2-4 


thop, as Yaſew gathers from the Infcrip- 
tion of the 67th Epiſtle of S. Cyprian. 


In the Council of Epheſus ſeverai Biihops con: # 


were preſent, who governed two Citics 
#5 Timotheus Biihop of Telmiſſirs and Exdo- 
(/as, Athanaſius Biſhop of Diveltus and 


ally , there were many inflances of ths 
ind ; tor therein //eraclea and Panium 
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had but one Biſhop; 1o alſo Bizya and 
Arcadiopolis, Cele and Callipolis, Subſadia 
and Aphrodifias. And the Biſhops of this 
Province affirmed 1n the Council,that this 
was an ancient cuſtom, which had obtained 
of old,and from the beginning in the Provinces 
of Europa, that thoſe Cities never had diſtintt 
Biſhops. Vetus mos viget m Provinciis Euro- 
pe -- olim & ab initio— nunquam preditte 
Civitates proprios Epiſcopos acceperunt. 
Such was the Prattice of the ancient u- 
niverſal Church. In the particular Church 
of England, examples ot this kind have 
been frequent for above a thouſand years, 
and are to this day continued. For ſuch 
T account to be all rhoſe cafes, in which 
two diſtirt Dioceſes have been united 
and incorporated into one, and thencefor- 
ward ſubjxQed to the government of one 
Biſhop. I know that trom that time they 


became but one Biſhoprick in the eye of ' 


the Law, and the common account of the 
world ; but in reality, 1 truth and con- 
{cience, they do ſtil} conſtitute two di 
ſtint Biſhopricks, fiance no humane Au- 
thority can alter the nature cf things, and 
diſpenſe with the poſitive Laws of God , 
ſuch as are ſuppoſed by our Adverfaries to 
intervene in the caſe of Epiſcopal Reſidence 
It is manifeſt, that here is no real change 
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made by this union in the nature of the 
thing it feff. All che Souls which were be- 
fore committed to the care of two Biſhops, 
are now ſubje&ed to one : All the Juriſdi- 
Qion which was before placed in two Bi 
ſhops, is now inveſted in one. So that if be- 
fore this Legal union it was malum in ſe for 
one Biſhop to govern theſe two Dioceſles, 
it will continue fo to the end of the world 
notwithſtanding ten thouſand Laws, and 
ten thoufand years preſcription. No hu- 
mane Authority can make that lawful, 
which God or the nature of the thing hath 
made unlawful; no length of time will 
preſcribe againſt either of theſe reaſons. 
It is therefore vain to imagine, that a real 
union of rwo Dioceflſes or Pariſhes , doth 
any more exempt a man from the ſvuppo- 
ſed guilt of Pluralities, than a perſonal u- 
nion. For it is no more t4wful to diſpenſe 


. with the Laws of God concerning Refi- 


dence or againſt Plurality for ever, than 
for a certain time ; and if unlawful to do 
it for a certain time, much more to do it 
for ever. Now the only difference be- 
tween a real and a perſonal tmion is, that 
whereas in the latter Plurality of Dioceſſes 
or Benefices, and conſequently Non-reſt- 


dence uporr one of rhem, is difpenſed with 
during the life or poſſeſſion of ſome one 
D 4 In- 
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Incumbent ; in the former they are di- 
ſpented with for ever. It therefore unde- 
niably follows, that wherever two Dio- 
ceſſes are perpetually united, altho by the 
greateſt Authority of the Church and Na- 
tion, and ſubmitted for ever to the go- 
vernment of one Biſhop; the Biſhops of 
that double Dioceſs will be for ever as 
much guilty of the Sins of Plurality and 
Non-reſidence, as if no ſuch union had 
been made. In this Nation, the preſent 
Dioceſs of Sa/ubary is made up of the two 
Dioceſles of Sherburn and Ramsbury con- 
joyned; the Biſhoprick of Exeter in- 
cludes the two ancient Biſhopricks of Xir- 
ton and S, Germans; the Biſhoprick of 
Norwich thoſe of Dunwich and Elmhbam ; 
the Biſhoprics of Lincoln thoſe of Dor- 
cheſter, Sidnaceſter, and Leiceſter ; the Bi 
thoprick of Durham thoſe of Lindifars 
and /{exham. So that tlic preſent Bi- 
ſhops of Salisbury, Exeter , Norwich, Lin- 
coln and Durham, do as truly hold Plurs- 
lity of Biſhopricks, as any Prieſt in Eng- 
land doth Plurality of Benefices. 

[In the Church of J1reland ſince the Re- 
formation almoſt every Biſhop admini- 
iters two Biſhopricks, yet no Scruple was 
ever railed of the lawtulneſs of this pra- 
Ctice. If our Adverſaricy alledge that this 
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is done by Authority of the Church and 
Parliament of that Nation ; that can ne- 
ver excuſe the intrinfick evil of Plurali- 
ty or Non-refidence, it any ſuch there be. 
Beſides that in our caſe in England, Plu- 
ralitics are held by the fame Authority 
of the National Church and Parhament. 
If they alledge that theſe /r7/b Biſhopricks 
are thus united becauſe ot the ſmalneſs of 
the Revenues, not ſiufficient to maintain 
a Biſhop ſingly ; I would know, why the 
ſame reaſon ſhall not te allowed in the 
caſe of two Benefices unitcd in the perſon 
of one Pricſt? Altho, if Plurality and 
Non-reſidence be in thcir nature ſinful, as 
they pretend, this reaſon ovght not to be 
allowed in cither caſc,and both Biſhop and 
Prieſt ought rather to ſtarve than commit 
the ſia. 

Further, upon the Principles of theſe 
Anti-Pluraliſts it would be abſolutely un- 
lawful, for any Biſhop to hold another 
Biſhoprick in Commendam, or by way of 
Adminiſtration, either tor liſe or for a 
certain time limited or unlimited. Yet 
ſuch Commendams or Adminiſtrations 
have been always allowcd in the Church, 
either becauſe of the poverty of the Bi- 
ſhoprick held in Commendam, or to ſup- 
ply the dcfet of the proper Biſhop Jo 

able 
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abled from performing his Office by age, 
infirmity, ſuſpenſion or deprivation. And 
very lately we had examples of this kind 
in our Church ; when the Adminiſtration 
of the Dioceſs of Wes was committed 
to the preſent Biſhop of Saſisbury , that 
of Norwich to the preſent Biſhop of S. 4- 
ſaph, &c. Yet none of our Anti-Pluraliſts 
blamed theſe Reverend Biſhops for ac- 
cepting the Adminiſtration of them ; al- 
tho upon their Principles they were re- 
ally guilty of Plurality therein, in preſi- 
ding over two Biſhopricks at the ſame 
time. If it be anſwered, that this was 
only for a ſhort time ; I reply , that a 
ſintul at ought no more to be continued 
one year, than fifty, If it be alledged 
that they enjoyed not the Temporal Re- 
venues, but only the Spiritual Juriſdiftion 
of theſe Dioceſles ; I anſwer, that this is 
all which properly belongs to the Epiſco- 
pal FunQion, and conſtitutes the Chara- 
Ger of a Biſhop : The Temporalties are 
ro eſſential part of him. If it be ſaid, 
that this was done for the good of the 
Church ; I anſwer, that S. Pau! pronoun- 
ceth it unlawful to do evil that good may 
come of it; and that if Plurality be in its 
nature unlawful, no good deſign can take 


away the guilt of 1t. 
ic 
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It appears then plainly, how falſe and 
pernicious the Principles are ot theſe An- 
ti-pluraliſts ; T hat they make it impoſ- 
ſible to continue the Government or Ser- 
vice of the Church without incvirable ſin, 
or to ſecure the reputation of ſo many ex- 
ccllent Prelates from partaking in this fin. 
It is much more eaſfie, fate and charitable 
to ſuppoſe, that in all theſe caſes of Plura- 
lity and Non-refſidence, the principle by 
which every man ought to dire&t him- 
ſelf, is the general good of the Church. 
And this is the true reſolution of the Caſe. 
Biſhops and Prieſts were not ordained on- 
ly to ſerve this Dioceſs or that Pariſh in 
particular , but the Church cf Chriſt in 
general. Good Order and Diſcipline in- 
deed require, that the exerciſe of his Of- 
fice be confined to ſome certain limirs and 
place ; but he ſtill remains a Biſhop or 
Prieſt, not of that place only, but of the 
whole Catholick Church: and may exe- 
cute his Office in any part of the Catho- 
lick Church out of his own limits, 1t the 
greater good of the Church ſhall fo re- 
quire. Whether any mans private caſe be 
ſuch, he ought to judge by rules of right 
reaſon, taking eſpecial care, that he do 
not flatter and deceive himſelf herein by 
a falſe judgment :- And after the _ 
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Qion and direction of his own Conſcience, 
ought to be direted herein by his Supe» 
riours ; the Prie(ts by their Biſhop, and 
the [3;ſhops by their Metropolitan. And 
win iuch Cates happen, the rules of Re+ 
ligion and the Laws of the Churcl allow 
Bilhops and Prieſts, cither to be Non- 
reſident, or to retain the adminiſtration 
of more than one Diocels or Pariſh. Thus 
in times of Perſecution, it was always 
thought lawful for Biſhops or Prieſts to be 
Non-reſident, and to exccate their Office 
in any part of the Catholick Church, 
where-cver they ſhould come. In times 
of Infection, I will not fay it was always 
thought lawful ro be Non-rcfideont ; but [ 
am lure it was always thought lawful, for 
any Parith Prieſt in that calc to take upon 
hun the care ot any neighbour Pariſh, de- 
leried by the proper Pricii, Upon occa- 
ſon of General, Patriarchal or Provincial 
Councils, it was always accounted lawful 
for Biſhoys to ablcnt tiemſeives from 
their Dioceſics, and attend the Council, 
altho it ſhould laſt for many months, cr 
years together. All thcle Cafes became 
lawtul tor the fame reafon ; becauſe the 
greater good of the Church Cid fo rc- 

quire. 
Upon the ſane account it us laivſul for 
tho 
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the Prelates of our Church to attend con» 
tinually their Majeſties 10 Council or Par- 
liament , or any weiglity offices, or at- 
fairs wherein they ſhail pleaſe ro employ 
them ; and 1n all theſe cates to be Non- 
reſident ; becauſe it is the intereſt of the 
Church in general. It is more for the 
advantage ot this National Church, that 
the Archbiſhop of Canterbury ſhould re- 
ſide near the Court, and be always ready 
to adviſe their Majeſtics in matters of 
Religion, and defend the cauſe of the 
Church upon all occaſions ; and more 
readily receive Appeals, and give dire- 
Qions to his whole Province ; than that 
he ſhould be tied down in conſtant Refſi- 
dence in his own Dioceis. For this rea» 
ſon , all the Archbiſhops of Canterbury, 
ſince the Reformation, have tor the grea- 
ter part of the year; and all tor theſe fix- 
ty ycars laſt paſt, during the whole vear, 
reſided at Lambeth. For this reaſon all 
the Biſhops of the Church arc wont to give 
attendance in Parliament , alto ſome- 
:imes their Seſſions continue a Whole year 
together ; becauſe the Citurch reapeti} 
greater ben<fir by their pretence there, 
than it ſuffers detriment by a temporary 
abſence from their Dioceſics. For this rea- 
lon many cxcellent Prelates have attend- 

ed 


45 


46 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


ed whole years together at Court ; be 
cauſe it is always ot greater advantage to 
the Church in general, to ſecure the fa 
vour of the Prince to it, and dire& his 
conſcience , than continually to attend 
to the care of any particular Diocels. 


On the contrary, it this Principle of 


theſe Anti-pluraliſts be allowed ; it Plura- 
lity be always ſinful, and in its nature ; 
if Reſidence be of Divine Right, and con- 
ſequently in all calcs indiſpentable ; it will 
follow , That all thoſe holy and lcarned 
Biſhops , who in all Ages have appeared 
in Councils; That all who have abſcnted 
themſelves in time of Perſecution, or, in 
that an like caſes, have raken upon them 
the care of other Dioceſics or Pariſhes ; 
That all the Biſhops of our Church, who 
have attended Parliaments fiace the firſt 
zaſtitution of them ; That all the Kings, 
Lords and Commons of this Nation, who 
have by publick Laws required their at- 
tendance therein ; That all the Arch- 
biſhops of Canterbury ſince the Reforma- 
tion, and other excellent Prelates alive 
and dead, wiz have abſ:nt:d themſelves 
from their Dioceſles, to attend the publick 


Service of the Church at Court ; have 


committed mortal ſin, and do ſtill continue 


in it, 
That 


be 
e tO 
» fa 
his 
end 


e of 
ura- 
are ; 
con- 
will 
rned 
ared 
nted 
r, in 
hem 
hes ; 
who 
firſt 
ings, 
who 
r at- 
\rch- 
rma- 
alive 
elves 


blick 


have 
tinue 


That 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


That what hath been laid down 1n the 
caſe of Biſhops, may not be miſtaken, 1 
will tubjoyn, That the obligation of Bi- 
ſhops to all the parts and conſequences of 
their duty, and particularly as to Reſi- 
dence, is far greater than that of Parochial 
Prieſts ; in as much as the right diſcharge 
of their Office, is of greater concern to 
the good of the Church, and is alſo impo- 
ſed on them by Divine Inſtitution, If 
therefore a Prieſt ought not to negle@ his 
charge, much leſs a Biſhop : and if the 
abſeace of a Parochial Prieſt ought to be 
ſupplied by a Curate ; much more doth 
it ſeem reaſonable, that the abſence of a 
Biſhop, if it be long or frequent, ſhould 
be ſupplied by a SuffraganBiſhop. lt is a fatal 
miſtake to imagine, that the care of rheSouls 
of the Laity belongs only to the inferiour 
Clergy ; and that the Biſhop hath no more 
to do but only ro govern the Clergy ; or 
that a Dioceſs doth got more want the 
conſtant preſence of a Biſhop, than any 
private Pariſh the preſence of a Prieſt. 
And therefore in the Church of England 
betore the Reformation, even in the moſt 
corrupt times of Popery, the Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury, and all other Bifhops attend- 
ing at Court, or employed by the = 
in publick Service, conſtantly — 
Suffra- 
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Suffragan Biſhops in their Dioceſſes. This 
prattice was confirmed and intirely ſetled 
by an AR of Parliament in the Reign of 
Henry VIIT. and from that time Suffragan 
Biſhops were without interruption conti- 
nued in the .Dioceſs of Canterbury till the 
end of Queen Elizabeth's Reign, and in 
ſome Dioceſſes till the middle of King 
Fames. It were much to be wiſhed, that 
their Majeſties and the Reverend Prelates 
of the Church would revive the Order, to 
ſupply the want of the Epiſcopal FunQion 
in thoſe Dioceſſes, which are deprived of 
the benefit of their proper Biſhops, cither 
through necellary abſence, or through age 
and infirmirties ; And for this there need- 
eth no new Law or Canon. 

[ have paſled through thoſe Conſidera- 
tions, winch do particularly relate to the 
Caſe of Bithops ; alcho trom theſe an in- 
vincible argument for the lawfulneſs of 
Plurality and Non-refidence in Pariſh 
Prieſts may be raiicd. For if it be law- 
ful for a Biſhop to obtain Pluralities and 
uſe Non-refidence ; much more will it be 
lawful ro a Prictt , whole duty is not fo 
ſtrict, nor his oflice of {> great concern 
to the Church. But | proceed to prove | 
what I before propoſed, That altho Plu- | 
rality and Non-relidence were Jure Divi | 
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' »s forbid to Biſhops, yet it would not fol- 


low, that it is in like manner forbid to 
Prieſts; 

They who maintain the Reſidence of 
Biſhops to be of Divine Right, proceed 
upon this Principle, That the Order of Bi- 
ſhops is of Divine Inſtitution ; and there- 
fore Biſhops are Jare Divine obliged to 
perform their office in their Dioceſles , 
which office they ſuppole cannot be dif- 
charged without reſidence. Upon this 
Principle the Spaniſh Biſhops proceeded , 
when they contended for the Divine Righe 
of Reſidence in the Council of Trent. This 
Principle, we of the Church of England 
do allow ; yet it hath been already pro- 
ved that the Divine Right of Reſidence 
in Biſhops doth riot follow from it, But 
ſuppoſe it ſhould neceſſarily foilow from 
it; yet Would not this involve Paro- 
chial Prieſts in the ſame obligation , un- 
lels their Parochial office alſo were of Di- 
vine right, which we do not allow. I 
know the Presbyterians do contend for 
this, as making no diſtinction in Order 
or Office between a Biſhop and a Presby- 
ter : But for a Church of Eng/and Divine 
to argue the jus divinum of Pariſh Prieſts 
Reſidence, from the jus divinum of Biſhops 
Reſidence, is no _ than to betray 

the 
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the cauſe of the Church and of Epiſcopa- 
cy to the Presbyterians. Biſhops in the 
very inſtitution of them were deſigned by 
God to preſide over the Church in certain * 


Cities, and the Territories of them to be 
aſſigned to every one of them : So that 
not only the Order, but the deſignation 
of them to ſome certain place is ot Divine 
inſtitution. The extent of the Territo» 
ries of that place, and conſequently the 
greatneſs or ſmalnefs of his Diocels, doth 
indeed depend upon human Laws, and no 
more. The Office and Order of Presby- 
ters is indzed alſo of Divine inſtirution ; 
but not their deſignation to any certain 
place. They were appointed and ordain- 
ed to affilt che Biſhop in governing and 
nſtruting his flock ; not neceſfarily to 
preſide in any one part of the Biſhops 
Diocels, or to take care of any certain num- 


4 


ber of the faithful, bur to afliſt in ſuch a 


manner and method, as the Biſhop and 
the Church ſhould direft. So that alrtho 
the diviſion of the whole Catholick Church 
into many Dioceſſes be of Divine inflitu- 
tion, yer the diviſion of any Diocels into 


many Pariſhes is not ſo. All this will be | 
fufficiently evident, if it be proved, that | 
the Diviſion of Dioceſſes into Pariſhes, * 
and aſſigning thoſe Pariſhes to the perpe- | 
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tual care of ſo many Prieſts, was made by 
meer humane Authority ; and that in dit- 
ferent methods, and gradually . and not 
began till ſome Ages after the time of the 
Apoſtles and the Inſtitution of Biſhops. 
The proof of this will evince all that hath 
been laid down by us, and not only over- 
throw the argument of our Adverſaries, 
drawn from the ſuppoſed jus drvinum of 
Biſhops reſidence, but allo demonſtrate, 
that neither Plurality of Parochial Cures, 
nor Non-reſidence upon ſuch Cures can be 
jure divine unlawful to a Presbyrer ; it be» 
ing abſurd, that the circumſtances of any 
matter ſhould be of Divine right, when 
the ſubſtance of the matrer it ſelf is not 


ſo. And upon this ground Judge Hobart Repores, 
fawfolnel of Plural. 149 


well maintained the 
ties, however another great Lawyer, Lord 
Chict Juſtice Cote was ſo far miſtaken, as 
to be of a contrary opinion. 

[ proceed therefore to prove, That the 
diviſion of Dioceſſes into Pariſhes, and 
fubjeticn of every Pariſh to a peculiar 
Prieſt, was made by humane Authority, 
long after the Inſtitutioa of Biſhops and 
foundation of Churches, gradually and 
not uniformly. When the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion was firſt propagated in the Cities of 
the Roman Empire (for it was very late 

E 2 before 
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before it extended to the country villages) 
we may ſuppoſe that for ſome time at 
leaſt, one Church ſupplied the neceſſities 
of all the Chriſtians of that City. That 
the Biſhop preſided in that one Church, 
none will doubr. All this while it is cer- 
tain, there could be no appropriation of 
certain Presbyters to certain Churches. 
When the number of rhe Chriſtians in any 
City, or in the neighbouring Country, | 
multiplied fo far, that one Church could 
not contain them; others were erected in : 
the City or Country ; and the number of 
theſe encreaſed proportionably with the 
number of Chriſtians of any Dioceſs. Theſe 
auxiliary Churches were no other, than 
Chappels of cafe to the Mother-Church, 
at which the Biſhop reſided ; and were 
accounted as ſuch, until at leaſt the middle 
of the filth Century. The Biſhop hint- 
{.It reliced at the Mother-Church, attend- 
ed by his Presbyters. The auxiliary 
Churches were ſerved by rhe Presbyters, 
at the appointment of the Biſhop, cither 
in common, or by turns, or 11 any other 
method, which the Biſhop in his prudence 
ſhould dire. It any Biſhop thought fie 
to appoint certain Presbyters to attend 
conſtantly, and without change upon cer- 
tain Churches ; it was meerly becauſe it 

was 
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was his 'plealure. Other Biſhops took 
different methods, as themſelves judged 
beſt ; and might either appoint two Prel- 
byters (cicher co-ordinate or ſubalrern) to 
ſerve one Church, or one Presbyter to 
ſerve two Churches, or all the Presbyters 
to take their turns in every Church. There 
was no fixed or determinate rule herein. The 
truth of all chis isatreſted by Sozomen, who Hil. Ecc!rf. 


: wroteabour the year 430.For he obſerves it L.1-C 85 


as a ſingularity in the Diocets of Alexandria, 

that therein Parochial Churches, (1t I may 

ſo call thoſe auxiliary Churches betore 
mentioned) were appropriated, or com- 

mitted to ſo many certain fixed Presby- 

ters. Petaviw indeed contends, that the Nor. is E- 
lame Cuſtom obtained at this time as well 9%," 
in Rome as in Alexandria ; but his opinion i. 
and authoritics are confuted by Yalefrus in 
his Notes upon this place of Sozomes ; and 
will be further overthrown, by that Obler- 
vation which immediately follows. I will 
only add in this place, that even in A4- 
lexandria, the whole diſcharge of the Sa- 
cred Office was not yet entruſted to the 
Parochial Clergy, but great part of it re- 
{crved to be executed only in the Cathe- 


- dral Church. For Secrates affirms , that Hit. Ft. 


in his time the Presbyters were not per- + $j® Ss 


mitted to preach at Alexdndria. 
Þ 3 It 
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It is not improbable , that about this 

time the duty of the Presbyrers began at 

Rome to be fixed to certain Churches ; 

But then, far from being fixed in that me- 

thy and order which now generally ob- 

tains ; two Presbyrers were appointed to 

attend the ſervice of every auxilary or 

Pariſh Church in the City ; and for this 
purpoſe, a co-ordinate power was given by 

the Biſhop to them both. This was firſt 

Deſexct of obſerved by the learned Dr. Maurice, Mar- 
> il garet Profcilor of Divinity at Oxford ; who 
hath evinced his Obſervation from a pal- 

ſage of Hilary rhe Reman Deacon in his 
Commeat on 1 Tim. cap. 3. which is pnb- 

Iſhed amung the Works of St. Ambroſe. 

In this place /7ilary (peaking, of the Order 

of the Romany Church, and comparing it 

with the Jewiſh Temple, notes, that they 

had twenty four Courſes of Prieſts. Nunc 

autem ſeptem Diaconos eſſe oportet, & ali- 
quantos Presbyteros , ut bini per Eccleſtas, 

& wnus in Civitate Fpiſcopus. But now we 

muſt bave but ſeven Deacons, (tor as yet 

Hil. Ec:t, Rome had no more, as Sozomen obſerverh) 
L. 7:C-15- and ſuch a number of Presbyters, that there 
may be two for every Church, and over all 


theſe one Biſhop. 


After 
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After all, theſe Patochial Churches were 
no other than Chappels of caſe to the Mo- 
ther-Church, and the Presbytets officiating 
in them no other than Curates to the Br 
ſhop, employed by hitn, and removable 
at his pleaſure. To theſe the right of ad- 
miniſtring Baptiſm, and confecrating the 
Sacred” Elements of the Euchariſt was not 
permitted. That was reſerved folely to 
the Biſhop, and the Cathedtal Church, 
and not communicated to tlic auxiliary 
Churches till after ſore Ages. This was 
the occaſion of that expreſiion ſo —_— 
among the ancient Catholicks, One Altar, 
one Baptiſm , one Biſhop. All the Chri- 
ſtians of the Dioceſs were baptized at the 
Cathedral Church, and there only the Sa- 
ered Elements of the other Sacrament were 
tonſecrated by the Biſhop,and from rhenee 
fent to the Parochial Churches of the Div- 
ceſs, to be communicared to all thoſe, who 
could not come to the Mother-Church. 
This practice continued in the Church of 
Rome till atter the beginning of the faith 
Cenrury ; as appears from the Epiſtle of 
Pope Imrmnocent to Decentius : Altho in this 
Popes time the Presbyters of the remoter 
Parochial Churches m the Country, had 


| trave given ther) to conſecrare the Sacred 


Ekments , this permiſſion was not yer 
E 4 granted 
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granted to the City Presbyters, So flow- # 
ly and gradually did the preſent inſtitution © 
of Parochijal Cures or perpetual incardina- 
tion of certain Presbyters to certain Chur- 
ches, with full power to adminiſter all the 
Offices of Religion , take place in the 
Church : When it was firſt intirely finiſh, 
is not here material to enquire ; nor indeed 
can any certain time be fixed to the uni- 
verlal introduttion of it ; ſince in ſome 
Churches it was introduced much ſooner, 
or later than in others, A particular ac- 
count of the introduCtion of it in our Na» 
tional Church, belongs to the ſecond head 
of this Diſcourſe, 


I have now diſpatched my firſt deſign, 
which was to ſhew, that Plurality is not 
jure divino unlawful. To effe& this, I 
have proved , That Plurality is not for- 
bidden by the Law of Nature, or by the 
revealed Law of God, TI have fully exa- 
mined the Authorities and Reaſons pro- 
duced for the Divine right of Reſidence, 
upon account of which the enemies to Plu- 
rality maintain it to be unlawful; and have 
manifeſted both to be inconcluſive. That 
it is impoſſible to reduce this jure diving 
Reſidence into pratice ; that it is incon» 
ſiſtent with other practices generally al- 

lowed, 
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lowed, and not diſallowed even by our 
Adverſarics: That ſuch a perpetual Refi- 
dence is neither required by the nature 
of the thing, nor upon account of the Ot- 
fice annexed to the Benefice: That even 
Biſhops 1n all caſes arenot bound to main- 
tain ſuch perpetual Reſidence in one par- 
ticular Diocels : That in the ancient Church 
Biſhops have been allowed to preſide over 
two Dioceſſes; and the ſame praftice hath 
been all along retained, and is ſtill contis 
nued in our Church, without any contradi» 
Qtion : That other Caſes and Praftices of 
like nature, have been all along, and till 
are allowed ; and that otherwiſe the Go- 
vernment of the Church cannot be well 
maintained : And laſtly, that altho Plura- 
lity and Non-reſidence were by Divine 
right unlawful ro Biſhops, yet it would 
not be ſo to Parochial Pricſts ; ſince the 
Inſtitution or deſignation of them to a cer- 
tain Pariſh was introduced by humane Au- 
thority, and not uniformly, and but late» 
ly in many places, and altogether accord» 
ing tothe diſcretion of the Biſhop, 


CHAP, 
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CHAP. IL 


N the ſecond place I am obliged to ſhew, 

That Plurality of Benefices held by one 
Presbyter is not comrary to the firſt in- 
ſtiturion or indowrnent of Pariſhes. This 
will eaſily appear from what hatch been 
premiſed. Bctore rthe- inſtitution of Paro- 
chial Churches, it is manifeſt there could 


be no indowment of thern ; but it was | 


long before they were inſtituted, and aft- 
ter their inſtitution much longer before 
any particular indowment of them was 
made. All the Oblations made tothem, 
were ſtill tranſmitted to the Mother- 
Church, and left to the diſpoſition of the 
Biſhop ; who generally divided it into four 
parts, £60k one for his own maintenance, 
aſſigned' dnother ro the Presbyrers, Dea- 
cons and inferiour Clergy, a third part to 
maintain and repair the Edifices- of che 
Church, a fourth to the Poor and the enter- 
tainment of Strangers. All this is ſo ma- 


nifeſt from the Writings of the Ancients, * 


that it would be loſt rime to endeavour to 
prove it. So thatat firſt in all Churches, 
* there 


R 
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there was no other than a general indow- 
ment of the whole Diocels ; which con» 
ſiſted as well in Lands and Poſlefſions, as 
in voluntary Oblations of rhe Laity. Of 
this indowment the firſt and general de- 
ſign was, that a competent number of 


Clergy might be maintained, who under 
the Biſhop ſhould ſupply the ſervice of the 
whole Dioceſs in Sacred matters ; that is, 
to provide for the general Service of the 
Dioceſs. The ſecondary deſign was , to 
provide for the convenience of every in- 
dividual Pariſh. The firſt of theſe was ab 
ways to be unalterable ; the ſecond per- 
mitted to the direftion of the Biſhop, 
to be managed or altered at his diſcre- 
tion, 

That Plurality is not contrary to the 
firſt deſign is evident. For norwithſtand- 
ing the permiffion of Pluralities, a compe- 
rent number of Clergy to ſupply rhe Scr- 
vice of the Diocels in Sacrs 13 maintained 
out of the Revenue of the Charch. The 
only ſreming Objeftion 1s, That hereby 
great —_—_ is obſerved in the Stipends 
of Presbyrers, which in the firſt general 
indowment of the Church may be ſuppos 
ſed to have been equal. Bur after all, 
there is as great incquality in the particu- 
lar indowments of {1ngle Benefices ; and 


? 
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beſides this the ſuppoſition is not true, * 


For the Bilbop might, if he thought fir, 
give a double ſhare to ſome Presbyters 
more than he did to others, upon account 
of greater worth ; and this both juſtice 
and prudence would direct him to do And 
to this, that direftion of S. Paul to 7 imo- 
thy, Let the Presbyters , that rule well, be 
counted worthy of double honour , doth not 
obſcurely relate. So that the continuance 
of Pluralities is rather conſonant to the 
firſt deſign ; That as, while the Eccleſi- 
aſtical Revenue of the whole Diocels was 
poſſeſſed in common by the Biſhop and 
his Clergy , a double ſhare was allowed 
to Presbyters of eminent merit : So, aſter 
the Revenues became divided and fixed to 
thoſe ſeveral places in which the Sacred 
Oſfhice was to be performed, a Plurality 
of thoſe places ſhould be allowed to Pret- 
byters of extraordinary Worth and Learn- 


lh ſecond deſign is no more hindred 
by Pluralities than the firſt. For that was 
only to provide for the convenience and 
ſervice of every individual Pariſh ; and 
this is ſtill effected notwithſtanding Plura- 
lities. At the firſt diviſion of Parithes and 
incardination of Presbyters, if the Biſhop 
had thought fit to ſet one Presbyter over 

rwg 


/ 
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two Pariſhes, as the Biſhop of Rome did 
two Presbyters over one Pariſh; here had 
been no immorality in the thing. And 
what Biſhops might then do, it they had 
thought convenient ; their Succeſſours may 
now do, if they ſhall judge it expedient 
for the good of their Diocelſs in general. 
For that is the rule by which they are to 
dire&t themſelves. The ſecondary deſign 
is bur ſubſerviene to the firſt , and ought 
always to give place to it. So that, it it 
be more for the general good of that Dio- 
ceſs, or of the whole Church, that any 
Presbyter of it ſhould rerain Plurality of 


' Benefices, or be Non-refident at one or 


both of them; then it is more conſonant 
to the firſt deſign of endowment, that ſuch 
Plurality ſhould be allowed, and Non-refi- 
dence diſpenſed with, than otherwiſe : And 
the good of any one or two Pariſhes is nor 
ſo much to be conſidered , as the good of 
the whole Diocels or Church. Now ſuch 
caſes olten happen, as will hercaiter ap» 
pear, when we ſhall ſpeak of the Conve- 
nicence or Inconvenience of Plurality and 
Non-refidence. 

[t it ſcem ſomewhat harſh to affirm, 
That to allow Non-reſidence in any caſe 
can be agreeable to the ſecond deſign of 


: the endowment of the Clergy, which was 


the 
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the Convenience and Service of every in- 
dividual Pariſh ; let it be conſidered, that 
always in cafe of Non-refidence , the Sa- 
cred Service of every individual Pariſh is © 
to be ſupplied by a Curate, to be appoint- * 
ed or allowed by the Biſhop. So that rhe * 
deſign is ſtill maintained ; every indivi- 
dual Pariſh being provided for and ſuppli- * 
ed, at leaſt by Vicarial Reſidence. Ar ' 
the firſt diviſion of Pariſhes, the Biſhops 
might, if they had pleaſed, have appoint- 
ed an inferiour Presbyter to ſupply the 
cure of every Pariſh, reſiding conſtantly | 
thereon , and a Superiour Presbyter to 0- | 
verſee him, not obliged ro any ſuch con- 
ſtant Reſidence. And what Biſhops might 
then do, their Succeſſours may with equal 
' Authority donow if they pleaſe (the Laws 
of the Church ſo permitcing) as was be« 
fore ſaid. Brſides upon ſome accounts the 
ſupplying of Bencfices by Curates, is more 
agreeable to this ſecond defign. For the 
firſt incardination of Presbyters in Paro- 
chial Churches, was not for life ; they | 
were always nominated by the Biſhop, 
and might be removed by him. All this 
the Biſhop ſtill doth, or may do, in the 
cale of Curatcs; whereas at this time Pa» | 
rochial Prieſts retain their Benefices for * 
lite, cannot be difplaced by the _— at | 
PICas © 
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pleaſure, and are moſt of them nominas» 
ted by other Patrons, by whom it uns 


worthy perſons be preſented, rhe Biſhop 
” ſhall be compelled ro admit them by the 
: Severity of the Laws of the Land ; where» 
' as he can never be forced to admit an 
" | unworthy Curate, the Law having left the 
nomination or approbation of him entire- 
* ly to his pleaſure. So that for a Biſhop 


to name a Curate to a Pluraliſt, looks 
much more like the firſt inſtitution and 
deſign. 

A particular account of the foundation 
and endowment of Parochial Churches , 
eſpecially in our own Nation, will be per- 
haps more fatisfaftory than ſuch a grneral 
diſcourſe concerning them. I will there» 
tore preſent to the Reader, tuch an Hiſto» 
rical account of the foundation, d:.£{,gn,do- 
tation, union, alteration and poſlctiion of 
Parochial Churches here in England, as 
may be colle&ted out of the ancient Hiſto- 
ries and Monuments of our Nation yet 


- extanr, and from the ancient Capitulars 


of the Church and Kings of Fraxce. For 
it is certain, that our Church was formed 
after the example and model of the Ga47- 
can Church ; it being caſte to oblerve 
that the greater part of the Canons and 


* Conſtitutions of our Church, made before 


the 


E3 
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the Norman Conqueſt, are taken out of the 


French Capitulars. - 
What the practice of the Ancient Bris 


tiſþ Church was in this matter, is not ca» * 
h diſtance of time, * 


fie to determine, throug 


and want of Records. Before the coming © 


of the Saxons, the whole Nation on this 
ſide the Pifs wall ſeems to have profeſſed 
Chriſtianity ; and conſequently many au- 
xXiliary Churches muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
been ereted in every Diocels, for the uſe 


of Chriſtians living remote from the Mos | 


ther-Church. But whether theſe Churches 
were ſerved by certain Prieſts perpetually 
affixed to that ſervice, or by itinerant : 


| 


Prieſts ſent by turns from the Colledge of | 
Prieſts reſiding with the Biſhop at the ' 
Cathedral Church, or by any other mes | 


thod, is uncertain. 
General Council had yet appointed any 
rule herein ; and asfor the Decrees of the 
Popes of Rome, they were of no authori- 
ty in Britain, being no part of the Roman 
Patriarchate. Or if the Britiſh Clergy 


No Decree of any | 


had been diſpoſed to have followed the ex- | 


ample, altho nor to obey the Decrees of | 
the Church of Rome ; yet would not this } 


Example have directed them to ſupply the 
cure of the auxiliary Churches by ſo many 
fixed Presbyters; fince no ſuch practice 


was | 


| 


the 


72 
i 


nt 


of © hath treated largzly of this Subject, endea+ 


| Cemiteria eu diviſimus ; & unicuique jus 
' proprium habere flatuimus , ita ut nullas 
» * alterius parochiz terminos imvadat , ſed u- 


3 


| 


he ' 


Nee 


# 
* 


ny | 


. | prabendo peſſima exempla. | ſuppoſe Mr. 
© Selden conceived the ſtrength of this Te- 


d. 


domus babentes. But whether by thetc 


; 


Churches themſelves , or the Manſes of 


© nuper egiſſe cogeſeir ur ; Eccleſras verd fingulas 
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was yet fetled in the Church of Rome. 
That Decree of Pope Dionyſus , which 
ſome alledge , That all other Churches 2.2 


Conc Toa 


ſhould follow, guod nos in Roman Eccleſid r.p.82g. 


fingulis Presbyteris dedimus ; Parochias & 


muſquiſque ſuis terminis (it contentus ; (erveth 
only to declare the practice of the Church 
of Rome about the year 800, when the 
Decretals of th< ancicat Popes were forged 
by Ihdore Mercator. 
Mr. Se/den, who in his Hiſtory of Tithes Cap.g $4. 


voureth to prove, that ſuch a Parochial 
diviſion obtained among the Britiſh Cler- 
gy, from a paliage of Gilfas, The words 
are thele, Sacerdotes habet B-iranaia , ſed gn ” 
infipientes ; quamplarimos Miniftros, ſed im- Edit. 0208. 
pudentes ; Clericos, ſed raptores ſubdoles ; 
Eccleſia domus habentes, ſed turpis lucri 
grati4 eas adeuntes ; populos docentes, ſed 


ſtimony to lye in theſe words , Ecclefic 
words are to be underſtood only the 
F Pariſh- 


_—_— -” , 2 . 
”- 


v 


4 | 
| 


| ET 


6E 


Conc. Angl 23d Canon of the Council held in Zreland} 
* --53- 2bout the year 450 by vr. Patrick, Auxi-' 
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Pariſh-Prieſts _— at thoſe Churches, 
u 


or the Collegiate houſes of the Clergy of 
every Diocels,cannot eaſily be determined. 
It is not improbable, that the Country? 
being very thinly inhabited before the 

coming of the Saxons, there was no divi 

ſion of it into Pariſhes ; but any pious? 
Prieſt, who deſigned to inſtru the Coun- ? 
try-people, might (with the leave of his: 
Biſhop) in remote places from the Ca» 
thedral Church, build to himſelf a Church, | 
and therein inſtru& as many of the neigh- 

bouring ruſticks , as would frequent it, 

This Church became then the proper Pok * 
ſeſhon of that Prieſt, and might by him 
be ſold, given, demoliſhed or quitted at} 
pleaſure. This ConjeQure (for I propoſe} 
it as no other) is countenanced by the 


liu, Iſerninus, and other Biſhops ; which 
decreeth, that $i qu Presbyterorum Ec- 
clefiam edificaverit, &c. If any Presbyter© , 
ſhall build a Church ; let him not celebrate: 
in it, before he bring his Biſhop to it, that" 
be may conſecrate it. And in the old Laws: 
of the Northumbrians (among whom great” : 
number of the conquered Britains ſtill re-* | 
mained, altho ſubje& to the Saxons) the: | 


I>idp 4:5. fecond is, Probibemus Presbyterum aliquem 


Eccle- 


the} 
and 
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Ecclefiam alterius emere : We forbid one 


Prieft to buy the Church of another ; and 
the 22th Law is, If any one ſhall violentl 
gjet a Prieft out of his Church, let bim 

puniſhed. Another paſſage Mr. Selden pro- 
duceth ro the fame purpole out of the an- 


' cient little Hiſtory de Fundatione Eccles 


Landavenfis, which is found in the begir- 
ning of a famous ancient Regiſter of that 


67 


Church, and is fince printed in the Eg- Tom. 5 


iſh Monaſticon. The words are theſe, Dus * 


bricius being ordained Archbiſhop of South 
Wales, plures FEeclefiz cum ſuis dotibus, de- 


4 cimis , oblationibus , ſepulturis, territoriis 
* GE liberi communione, date ſunt fibi, Fc- 
| clefe Landavie, & ſucceſſoribus ſuis omni- 
| bus, a Regibus & Principibus — Videns au- 


tem Dubricius — fibi commiſſam Ecclefram, 
partitus eff Diſcipulos, mittens quoſdam dif- 
cipulorum ſuorum per Ecclefias ftbi datas ; & 
quaſdam fundavit Ecclehas ; & q 1pm 


coadjutores fibi, ordinatis Parochiis ſuis con- 


yter ſecravit. Mr. Selden admonitherh , thar 


rate. 
that 
aws 


reat 
re»! 
the. 


the Author of this Hiſtory (whom I ſup- 
poſe to have writ about the year 1120) 
ſpeaketh according to the phraſe and cu- 
ſtom of his own time ; which may be ad- 
mitted as to the deſcription of the dota- 
tion of the Churches given to Dubricius ; 
but the reſt I doubt not to be literally 

F 2 rue : 


« 198, 
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true : yet from thence cannot conclude 
any diviſion of Dioceſles into certain Pas» * 


riſhes, or affixing of certain Prieſts to cer- 
tain Pariſhes, to have been then inſtiruted 


d 


or received ; but only that the Province ' 
of South Wales was then divided into fc» | 


veral Dioceſles, and Biſhops ordained to 
every one of them : the word Parochia 
being the ancient Eccleſiaſtical name of a 
Dioceſs. As for the ſupply of Country- 
Churches , this Teſtimony ſeems rather 


to imply, that it was performed by itine- | 


rant Prieſts, whom Dubricius (cat in their | 


turns out of his own College. And if any ' 


credit 1s to be given ro the ancient Lives 


and Legends of the Britiſh Biſhops and 
Saints ; this was the practice at that time! 
in the Britiſh Church : That the Biihops| 


ar their Cathedrals, and holy Abbots and 
Doctors in ſeveral parts of the Diocels 
ſhou!d cdu-ate and maintain great num» 


W | 


bers of Prieſts in a Collegiate lite, and pre- | j 


fide over them ; who 1n their turns ſhould 
travel about and inſtrutt the Lay Chrt 
{tians in a!l the circumjacent territories ;. 
and that being done, return to the Col- 
lege, and give way to others to ſucceed 
them 10 tlie ſame imployment, 
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fert tot Perſonas & participes habent, quot 
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Afterwards when the Britains were 
driven into Wales, and were fully ſctled 
in it, that Country being become popu- 
lous thereby, they found it neceſſary ro 
divide it into Pariſhes, and roafiign Pricſls 
to them. For in the Laws of {Zowe/ Dba 
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Lix 3 


King of Wales, made about the year 9.40, "Mp 
there is mention made of the houſe of the T. 1p 4:5. 


Pariſh Prieſt, Domus Capelani Ville, in 
every Village. Altho the diviſion was 
yet ſo impertct, that at this time fre- 
quent ſubdiviſions were made ; as appears 


from the 35th Law of the ſame King: yp: 


And the fixing of one Pariſh Prieit to cve- 
ry Parochial Church was yet fo far from 
being ſetled in Wales, that fome Ages at- 
ter it wasSin very few places received, For 
Giraldus Cambrenſis, delcribing the obili- 
nacy of the Welchmen, in retaining tlicir 
old Laws and Cuſtoms, giverh this tor one 


inſtance of it. Ecclefie verd iſtorum omnes Diſc-ipe 


capitalium wvirorum in parochi4 genera fuc- 
rint—— Vitium hoc genti ab antiquo com- 
mune fuit. And this giveth a proballe a-- 
count of the original ot thoſe fine cure Re 
Qorics, which in almoſt all the Churches 
ct North Wales were diſtintt from the Vi- 


carages of tlie ſame, and held by diflin&t 


proprietors, until witinn this laſt thir« 
- 3 ty 


wal. L. 2 
C. 
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(7 yearh they began generally to be uni- 
te 


From the uncertain Practice of the an- 
cient Britiſh Church , 1 paſs to gre a 
more certain account of the inſticurion 
and diviſion of Pariſhes in the ancient Sax 
on or Engliſh Church , upon which their 
modern civiſion, laws, and cuſtoms are 
founded. When Augeftin the firſt Arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury came into England, 


Or ge now, oe 


8trended with ſeveral infertour Clergy, to | 


preach the Goſpel, King Erhel/bert gave 
to him ample poſſeſſions for the mainte- 
nance of himſelf and his Clergy, not ap- 
pointing any Laws to the direQion or dis 
{tribution of ir, but leaving that entirely 


to the diſcretion of the Archbiſhop. AC 
Church was . built for him at Canterbury, | 


L 
F 


-. 
= < 


wherein he might fix his Chair, and hous © | 


ſes appointed, wherein himſelt and Cler 


might dwell in common. Afterwards, | 


when the ſame pious King, by the dire- 
ction of the Archbiſhop tounded Cathe- 
dral Churches at Rocheſter and London ; he 
endowed both with large poſſeſſions, gi- 
ven for the Honour of God, and general 
good of the Dioceſſes, without giving any 


4 


V 


turther direion. The application ot theſe: 1 
poſſeſſions to the uſe intended, was wholly: ſt 
left to the ſeveral Biſhops. In the ſame; E 


man- 
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i- © manner other Princes proceeded in the 
» foundation and endowment of Cathedral 
n- | Churches in other parts of the Nation. 
a © All this is ſo manifeſt from Bede and the 
ſeveral Hiſtories of the foundation and do- 
x. © tation of the Cathedral Churches of Eng- 
:ir | land, that it would be ſuperfluous to give 


_ 
be | 
_—_— 


re an elaborate proof of it. Let it ſuffice ro #5 Ec. 


-h- | obſerve out of Bede, that Aug»/tin defiring 
;d, | diretions from Pope Gregory, in ſeveral 
ro | points of Diſcipline to be obſerved in his 
ve | new Conyert Church ; defireth to receive 
te- | his DireQtions De Epiſcopis, gualiter cum 
ap- © ſuis Clericis comverſentur ; nd de his que 
di» | fideliums oblationibus accedunt Altari (verfio 
ely | Saxon. que fideles ad Altaria & Eccleftas 
A © Dei afferunt) quante debeant fieri portiones 2 
ury, | To this Queſtion Gregory returns this An- 
ou» © (wer, (Quatuor fieri debent portiones ; una 
roy Epiſcope & familia ſue propter boſpitali- 
bo  tatem, alia Clero, tertia pauperibus, quarta 
ire- Eccleftis reparandis. Fraternitas twa,Monaſte- 
the- Yi regals erudita, ſeorfim vivere non debet a 
he Clericis ſuis in Bcclef4 Anglorum. From this 
 gi- Anſwer it appears, 
eral T. That the Biſhop and his Clergy li- 
any. ved together at the Cathedral Church. 
helell This was not only done by the Roman Bi- 
olly} ſhops and their Diſciples and Converts in 
ame. Exgland, according to the direRtion of 
Nas! F 4 Pope 
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Pope Gregory ; but alfo by the Scorch Cler- 
gy and thcir diſciples in Eng/and, partis 
cularly by Aidan Biſhop ot the Northum- 


bers, ( as Bede olten relates ) whoſe Dif | 


ciples converted the larger part of Eng- 
land. 

2. That there were at this time ſeveral 
Churches ere&ed 1n divers parts of the 
Dioceſſes ; which the Converts remote 
from the Cathedral Church frequented, 
and made their Oblations in them. For 
both the Koman and Scotch Clergy applied 


themſelves with great aſſiduity to propa- 


gate the Faith; and finding great zeal 
and devotion in their Converts, were ſoon 
enabled by them to erect auxiliary Churches 
in ſeveral parts of the Dioceſſcs. Thus 


- Bede relates of Birinus firſt Biſhop of the 
'" Weſt Saxons, who came into England a- 
bout thirty years after Auguſtin ; that ha-. 


wing Built and dedicated ſeveral Churchez 
in his Dioceſs of Dorcheſter, and con 
_ much People , he made a piow 
end. 

3- That as well the Oblations made io 
theic auxiliary Churches, as the other Re- 
venues of the Church belonged entirely 
to the diſpoſition of the Biſhop; who ſet 
apart a certain portion of it to the inſe: 
rour Clergy ,- and divided that m_ 

Lac 


| 
| 


k 
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them in ſuch proportion as himſelf plea» 
ſed ; the Clergy being obliged to bring 
with them all che Oblations made in the 
auxiliary Churches, at their return to the 
Cathedral Church and College, after their 
finiſhing their courſe of preaching and fer- 
ving in theſe Churches, For as yet there 
were no other than Irinerant Preachers or 
Prieſts, ſent by the Biſhop from the Ca- 
thedral Church at certain times to cele- 
brate and preach in the Rural Churches 
of ſuch a diviſion ; which being done, 
they returned to the Biſhop, who ſent 0» 
thers again to perform the ſame duty, 
when himſelt thought convenicat. That 
this was the conſtant received diſcipline 
of the Eng/iſþ Church about the year 664, 


Bede exprelly witneſſeth in theſe words. L- z. c. 26 


in fines 


Si quis Sacerdotum in vicum forte devene- 
rit, mox congregati in unum Vicani, verbum 
vite ab illo expetere curabant. Nam neque 
alia ipfis Sacerdotibus aut Cleric vicos a- 
demd; quam predicandi, baptizandi, infir- 
mos vifitandi, & ( ut breviter dicam) ani- 
mas eurandi, cauſa fuit. »»--- Vbicungue Cle» 
ricus aliquis aut Monachas adveniret , gau- 
denter of omnibus tanquam Dei famulus ex- 
ciperetur. Etiamſi in itinere pergens inve- 
mretur, accurrebant & verbu-borum exhor« 
tatoriu diligenter anditum prebebant, And 

to 
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a B:de Hif. to the ſame purpoſe in another place, Erar 
; e. 25. circa 999pp* emacs eo tempore populuy Anglorum, ut 
mom wenionte in Villam Clerice vel Pretbyters, 

þ cuntti ad cjus imperiam verbum audituri 
confluerent, libenter ea que dicerentur au- 
dirent, libentins que audire & inteligere 


; porerant eperands ſequerentur. 
het And that the ſame method was gene- 
'% rally prafticed, at leaſt in the Northern 
. Dioceſſes of Bug/and, when Bede finiſhed 


17% his Hiſtory in the year 731. is evident 
: from ſeveral places. So thar, at that time 
\# there were no other than Pluraliſt Clergy- 
'Þ men ; if they may be fo called, who had 
| not the care of any particular Pariſh or 
13 Pariſhes committed to them ; but execu- 


4 ted their Office in this, or that, or all the 

i Churches of the Dioceſs as the Biſhop ſhould 
'f dire them. 

| [ It muſt not be imagined that thoſe Ru- 

| ral Churches, which were ſo carly cretted, 


hed any certain bounds yet aſligned to 

them, or were made Parochial properly 

fo called ; but only ferved to receive as 

| meny of the neighbouring Converts from 

I whatever diſtance, es pleaſed to frequent 
'* them ; that ſo they might with conveni- 
h ence receive the benefit of the holy Offi- 

þ ces and Sacraments, without being obli 


to come to the Cathedral Church. So 


thele 


A Defence of Pluralities. 
theſe Rural Churches, were in a ſtrict and 


proper ſenſe, no other than Chappels of 
caſe to the Mother or Cathedral Church. 
It is indeed a common errour among our 
Hiſtorians, that the diviſion of Dioceſſes 
into Pariſhes in England, was made in the 
time of Archbiſhop X/onorius, who preſi- 
ded about thirty years after the death of 
Auguſtin. For this they are wont to al- 
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ledge Archbiſhop Parker in the Life of Aztiq. Bri- 
Honorius where he ſaith : Neque foliim E- * 05% 


iſcopos ſuper impoſuit ; ſed etiam Provinci- 
= on ; ns 4 Parechias drvidens, infe- 
riores Miniſtres eordinavit. This that learn- 
ed Archbiſhop ſeems to have tranſcribed 
from ſome more ancient Hiſtorian ; who 
did not fo aptly expreſs what he intended 
to relate. The truth is, that in the time 
of Honorius, there was made a ſecond di- 
viſion of the Province of Canter into 
Dioceſles, and Biſhops ſetled in theſe new 
Dioceſſes. For in his time the Epiſcopal 
Sees of Dorcheſter and Dunwich were found- 
ed ; which were the only Sees founded 
fince the time of Awgu/tim. This diviſion 
gave occaſion to thoſe words of the Hifto- 
rian; But as for the diviſion of Dioce(- 
-- into Pariſhes, that was not yet thought 
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Io this manner then Cathedral Churches 
were founded and endowed by the Kings # 
of the ſeveral parts of the Saxon Heprar- | 
chy tor the geocral good of the ſeveral | 
Diocelles, thac is, of their feveral King» 
doms, For it is to be obſerved, that in 
the firſt toundauon of Biſhopricks among 
the Saxons, the Dioceſles had the fame 11> 
mits with the Kingdoms; and {o continue 
at this day, as many of chem as have not 
been yer ſubdivided, T..c firlt ſubdivi- 
ſion was made in the Diocels of 774 Ly 
Archbiſhop Theodore. Now as .ugs tirſt 
founded Cathedrals tor the good of their 
whole Kingdoms; ſo great mn firſt tound- 
ed Parochial Churctics, tor the particular 
good of themſclves, their families 2nd Te» 
nants. For at that time the grtat men 
poſſeſſed ample Territories within items» 
ſelves ; wherein all the Inhabitants were 
no other than their Servants, tilling their 
lands, and doing other fervices to them, 
When therefore Chriſtianity began to pre- 
vail apace, many Laymen of great Eſtates 
would defire the conſtant reſidence of 
ſome Pricſt among them ; who might be 
always ready to inſtrult themſelves, their 
families, and adjoyning Tenants ; cither 
incited by their own devotion, or becauſe 
jg was not caſic without it to keep their 

4c- 
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Tenants together. Oratories and Churches 
were for this end erefed by them ; which 
being conſecrated by the Biſhop, were by 
the Founders or Patrons endowed with pe- 
culiar Maintenance for the Incumbent , 
which ſhould there refide, and execute 
the holy Fun&ion within the limits ap- 
pointed by the Patron ; which were no 
other, than the bounds or territory of his 
own demeſnes , tenancies, or neighbour- 
ing poſſeſſions. Some foundations of this 
kind are mentioned by Bede, made about 
the year 700. as of Puch a Saxon Count, 


T7 


who invited Fohn Biſhop of Fexham, ad. s. c 4 


dedicandam Ecclefam in villi ſui; and of 


Addia Saxon Count, whoat another time x. 4. « «. 


invited the fame holy Biſhop, ro perform 
the like Office for him. 

Not only the Biſhops Conlecration was 
neceſſary to prepare thele Rural Churches 
for the Celebration of Divine Offi:es there» 
in ; but his conſent allo and approbation 
was neceſſary to their ercQion, and to the 
determination of their limits. Thus the 


ſecond Canon of the Synod of Celcyth licld core. Ang. 
under Archbiſhop Wulfred in t!1e year $16. 1-1-P 3% 


direQs, that 7/b4 Eccleſia @dificatur, a pro- 
prie Dioceſis Fpiſcopo ſantlificetur. The 
Capitular of Charles the Great, made at 
Salz in the year 804. decreeth cap. 3. 

Ws 
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ituler. (Jujcungue voluerit in ſud proprietate Ec- 
ra one Oe edificare, und cum conſenſu & wvo- 
luntate Epiſcopt, in enjus Parochi4 fuerit, 
dicentiam habeat. And in this caſe they 
were fo tender of encroaching upon the 
Jurifdittion of the Biſhop ; that Princes did 


not «exempt themſelves from the ſame | 


Ls. c-334 Obligation. For I find in another Ca- 
is Þ. 895. pitular. Placuit wobis, wt nec Capelle in 
Palatio noſtro, vel alinbi, (ine permiſſu, vel 

juſſu Epiſcopi, in cujus eſt parechis, fiant. 

To theſe agree the Conſtitutions of later 
Provincial Councils in our Nation ; as of 

24 =_ the Council of Londow in the year 1102. 
'P-3 in which was decreed Car.1 5. Ne nova Ca- 
pella fiat fine conſenſu Epiſcopi ; and of the 
Council of Weſtminſter held in the year 

ibid, p.41. 1 138,in the 12th Canon of which it is or- 
dred, Ne quis abſque licenti4 Epiſcopi ſut 

in poſſeſſione ſud Beelefum vel Oratorium con- 

ftituar. The Biſhops approbation was no 

leſs neceſſary in the choice ot the Prieſt, 


who was to officiate in (uch a private Ora» | 


tory or Parochial Church ; and as he 
could not be admitted without the Bi- 
ſhops conſent ; fo neither could he be ex- 
pelled or diſmiſſed but by him. Thus 


among the Conſtitutions of Egbert Arch- | 


cone. Angt, biſhop of Tork, made about the year 750, 
T.z p.258. the 23th is, 7 fine andtoritate wel con- 


ſenſe 
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fenſo Apiſcogerum Prerbyteri, in quibaſlibet 


Fecleftis mee ronftirnantur, nec ex 
Agrevable ro which is the Capitular of the 
Emperour Ladovicus Pics inthe year 816. 
Cap.9. Sine anttoritate wel conſenſn 
porim Presbyteri in quibuſlibet Eccleftis 
tonſtitnantur, nec expellantur. 

The Biſhops power and propriety in 
theſe new Foundations extended yet much 
farther, namely to the revenues, tithes and 
oblations wherewith they were endowed. 
= the fole power of receiving and diſpo- 

ſing rhe Eccleſiaſtical Revenues of the 
whole Dioceſs being —_— lodged in 
the Biſhops ; they would not for ſome 
time diminiſh it in favour of any particu- 
lar foundation ; but reſerved to themſelves 
all the profits and poſſeſſions of ir, of 
_ they allowed to the Prieſt there of- 
much as they thought fir. And 

wy mp Great Laymen would have 
cortical theſe particular Revenues to 
the fole uſe of the Churches founded by 
them ; the joynt authority of Church and 
State interpoſed , and remitted them to 
the diſpoſition of the Biſhop ; For fo one 
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Capital. 
wee T-1-p-565 


of the ancient Capitulars dire&ts. Multi copitular. 
contra Canonum inſtituta, fic Eccleftas, pw, SY 


edificaverint » poſtulant conſecrari ; ut do- 
tem, quam ejus Ecclefie contulerint, _— 
a 
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ad Epiſcopi ordinationem non pertinere. 
Quod fattum, & in preterito diſplicet, & 
in faturo probibetur. Sed omnia ſecundum 
conſtitutionem antiquam ad Epiſcopi ordina- 
tionem & poteſtatem pertineant. After« 
wards -in ſome places the Biſhops con» 
deſcended to fatisfic themſelves with a 
fourth part of the revenues of theſe Rural 
Churches; permitting the reſt to the Pa- 
riſh-Prieſt, but ſtill direQting to what uſes * 
it ſhould be imployed by him. This ap» 
L. 9. c.37 $- Pears from another Capitular, Inſtruendi 
Ibp.11%4 ſunt Presbyteri, paritergue admonendi, qua» 
tenus moverint decimas & oblationes, quas 
a fidelibus accipiunt, non quaſi ſuis, ſed qua- 
fi commendatis uti debere. Qualiter vero 
diſpenſari debeant, Canones ſacrt inſtituunt ; 
ſeilicet, ut quatuor partes ex omnibus fiant ; 
una ad fabricam Fcclefig relevandam, altera 
pauperibus diſtribuenda,tertia Presbytero cum 
ſuis Clericis habenda , quarta Fpiſcops re- 
fervanda. Et quicquid exinde Pontifex 

juſſerit, prudenti confilio eft faciendum. 
None of theie Private Oratorics were 
allowed to be eretted, before they were 
ſufficiently endowed for the maintenance 
of a Prieſt, who might attend the ſervice | 
Cone. Argt, Of them. So the 16th Canon of the 
T.2.p.23. Council of London in the year 1IIOz de- 
creeth, Ne Eccleſia ſacretur, donec providean- 
[nr 
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| tur neceſſaria & Presbytero & Ecclefig. It 


withour tuch neceflary proviſion a Church 
were any where erected, the Capitular of 


King Lotharius diretts, that it be endowed Cap.tince- 
pir. Franc. 
T.2.p. 327- 


out of the poſſeſſions of the Free-men of 
the plat. 7t ſecundum juſhonem Domini 
ac Genitoris noſtri, unus manſus cum 12 bu- 
nuaritis de terri arabili ibi detur, & manci- 
pia duo, a liberis hominibus, qui in eddem 
Feelefra officium debent audire ; ut Sacerdos 
ibi poſſet eſſe, & divinus cultus fieri. The 
endowments of thoſe times conſiſted ge- 
nerally in Glebe, or a certain portion of 
land ; in Slaves to rill that land ; and in 
the Oblations of all the Tenants, depen- 
dants and inhabitants, living within the 
Territories of the Founder. As for Tithes, 
they for ſome while belonged to the com- 


mon Treaſure of the Diocels, and ſeem to ]. 


have been paid to the Biſhop; the Chri- 
ſtian Converts being taught ro pay them 
as due by divine right ; and the Prieſts di- 
reted to receive them, and account for 
them to the Biſhop: as may be gathered 
out of the fourth and fifth Conſtitutions of 
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Egbert Archbiſhop of Tork. So that they Conc. Arg! 
being antecedently due to the Cathedral T1P-25% 


Church, the Founders of Rural Churches 
were not at liberty to make them any 
part of the endowment : until Cathedral 

G Churches 
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Churches being abundantly cadowed in 
Lands and Mannors by the Munificence 
of pious Princes, the Biſhops neglected to 
claim the Tithes of their Dioceſs to the 
uſe of the common treaſure of it ; or re- 
mitted them to the ſeveral Parochial * 
Churches, to encourage the eretion of | 
them. After which they were always 
made part of the endowment of ſuch | 
Churches. And all theſe endowments 
both of Cathedral and Parochial Churches, 
were made in param & perpetuam eleemo- | 
ſynam, as the phraſe then was : not 1n the | 
nature of Alms in the ordinary and mo» 
dern ſenſe of that word, (as ſome ignorant 
perlons have pretended) but in tree and *' 
wrevocable tenure, (if I may fo ſpeak) | 
without any tye, burden, claim of ſervice, 
or r<lerved rent, upon them : whereby | 
they were diſtinguiſhed from all grants 
made to Laymen, either by the King, or 
by any Great Lords, For to thele they 
never granted any Lands or Poſſellions : 
without referving fome fervice, military or | 
baſe, to be performed tor ever by the Te- | 
nants, or poſleſfors in lieu of them ; or 
at leaſt ſome mark and acknowledgment 
of their dependance on them and ſubje- 
ttion to them : from all which the Lands 
and Revenues of the Clergy were exemp- 

ted. 
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ted. As Chriftianity prevailed very faſt, 
ſo theſe Foundations of private Oratories 
became very numerous; almoſt every 
Great Man, as ſoon as he was converted 
to the Chriſtian Religion, building one for 
the convenience of humſelt, his renants and 
dependants. Before the year 800 they 
ſeem to have founded in all parts of the 
Nation ; not indeed in the ſame number, 
as now obtains (for of their Subdiviſion 
we ſhall ſpeak afterwards) but fo as to 
ſupply in ſome meaſure rhe neceſſities cf 
every Diocels : every part of it having at 
leaſt fome one Church within its neigh- 
bourhood, to which the People mig'tt re- 
pair to pay their Devotions, and receive 
inſtrution. Many Canons therefore made 
about that time infinuate the cltabliſhmene 
of Parochial Cures every where, and the 
diviſion of Dioceſles into them. Thus in 


the Conſtitutions of Egbert Archbiſhop Conc. Angl. 
of Tork, the firſt is, 2/nuſquiſque Sacerdos T-1-p 258. 


Feceleftam ſuam cum omni diligenti34 edife- 
cet, For in many places the Patrons en- 
dowed the Churches, but built not rhe 
Edifice, leaving that to be done by the 
Prieſt out of the Oblations and contriftu- 
tion of the Chriſtians of the vicinage ; 
which was caſily effected in thoſe times, 
when devotion and piety were very great 
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in all Orders of men. The ſecond Con- 
{titution directs all Prieſts to ſound the 
Bells of their Churches at the uſual hours of 
day and night , to give notice of the time 
ot praycr, and ot the feveral Othces of 
Religion, which were then daily periorm- 
ed by the Pricfls in publick. The fixth 
enjovns every Prieft carefully to inſtrut the 
{eople committed to hin in the Lord s pray- 
er and the Creed. This Parochual diviſion 
was long before introduced in France. For 


the Laws of King Dagebert, made in the | 


year 630. Girclt, tat Sr quis Presbytero 
vel Diacono, quem Epiſcopus in Parochid 
ordinavit, vel qualem plebs fibt recepit ad 
Sacerdotem, injuriam fecerit, he ſhould be 


' 
f 
: 


puniſhed in ſuch a manner. In England | 


the firſt Synod of Celcyth, held in the 
year 787, commands, Zr omni anno in $ 
nodalibus conventibus, ab Epiſcopis ynnks 4 
rum Fecleſrarum Presbyteri , gui populum 
erudire debent , de ipjd4 fide diligentifiime 
examinentur. And tic tenth Canon of 
the ſecond Synud at Celcyth, which was 
h<ld in the year 816. appoints, that at the 
deat! of a Biſhop. Statim per fingulas Pa- 
rechias in fingulis quibuſy Eccleſtts, pulſato 
figno, omnis famulorum Dei catus a Bafili- 
cam conveniat, ibiq pariter triginta Pſalmos 
pro defuntli anima decantent, 

Ia 
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Io proportion to the increaſe of theſe 
Parochial Foundations , the necefiiry of 
ſending itinerant Prictls rhirongh tlie Dio- 
cels decreaſed, and at laſt willy ceated. 
The laſt mention which I find mad»: of 
them, is in the 9th Canon of the Synod of 


Cloveſho (now Cliff) held by Archbiſhop d+.248. 


Cuthbert in the year 747, in which ir 15 
decreed, Z/t Presbyteri per loca & regiones 
Laicoram, que fibi ab Fpiſcopis Provincie 
infinuata & injuntta ſunt, Evangelice pre» 
dicationis Officium in baptizando, & docendo, 
ac vifitando ſludeant explere. Which con- 
firms my former conjecture, that before 
the year 800. the Parochial diviſion of 
Dioceſſes was generally received ; and 
that the ordinary inſtrution of the Peo- 
ple was then wholly left to the Parifh 
Prieſts. 

For before this time, thoſe two reaſons, 
which chiefly diſcouraged the erection and 
endowment of Parochial Churches, had 
been taken away. Ot theſe the firſt was, 


* That all the Lands, Tithes, Oblations, and 
* Eccleſiaſtical Revenues of the whole Dio 


ceſs belonged to the diſpoſition of the Bi- 
ſhop ; ſo that the particular endowment 
of any Pariſh Church, did only add fo 


- muchto the common Treaſure of the Djo- 


cels, This being no ſinall cauſe of re- 
G 3 ſtraining 
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Nraining the devotion of Lay-founders, | 


the Biſhops at laſt condeſcended, that the 


whole revenue of the endowment, with 


ty A th ee 


all other Eccleſiaſtical profits,which ſhould | 
come to the hands of the Prieſt officiating | 
at ſuch a Church; ſhould be raken from | 


the common Treaſury of the Diocefs, and 
be perpetually annexed to the Church of 
that Clerk who received it: So that the 
Biſhop ſhould not any longer receive thoſe 
profits, nor the Incumbent expett his Sa- 
lary from the Biſhop. Thus the Biſhops 
willingly did, as ſoon as by the erection 
of many Pariſh-Prieſts, the neceſſity of 
maintaining ſo many itinerant Prieſts cea- 
ſed ; and their Cathedrals were ſufficient- 


ly endowed for the maintenance of them ' 


ſclves and their Colledge of Clergy con- 
ſiantly attending the ſervice of the Cathe- 
dral Church. Yet however they parted 


, with the propriety and immediate diſpen- 


ſation of :1;at part of the Eccleſiaſtical Re- 
venues of their Dioceſſes; they ſtill limi- 
ted and appointed the uſes, in which they 
ſhould be imployed by the Parochial 
Clergy. This appears from ({cveral Con: 
ſtirurions betore cited upon other occa+ 
ſions, and from others which may be al- 
ledged to the ſame purpoſe : as the French 
Capitular, made in the year 779, w_ 

orders 
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orders cap. 7. De Decimis, ut unuſquiſq; 
ſuam decimam donet, atque per juſſionem Pon- 
tificis diſpenſentur. Another Capitular di- 
res it more expreſly in theſe words, Zr 
Decime in poteſtate Epiſcopi fint, qualiter 
4 Presbyteris diſpenſentur. The lame is 
decreed in the Council of Worms, cap. 59. 
and may be found in Regino, L. 1. c. 42. 
This Priviledge of the Bithops contmucd 
in England, at leaſt until the time of King 
Alfred, who confirmed it by « Law, and 
appointed the Tithes , delivered to the 
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Priefts, to be divided into three parts, Z/- tir Alle 


nam partem ad Ecclefie reparationem, alte- 
ram pauperibus erogaudam, tertiam word 
Miniſtris Dei qui Ecclefiam ibi curant : 
Which was conſonant to the firſt lunitation 
of their uſe, made when they were firſt 
taken from the common Treaſure of the 
Dioceſs; fave only, that the Biſhops ha 
now long ſince remitted their fourth part, 
which at firſt they did reſerve. 

The other dicouragement of the Four- 
dation of Parochial Churches was, That 
the Incumbents of them would otten, et- 
ther through levity, or the lope of gain» 
ing other Churches better endowed, or 
for any other reaſon ; quit their Churches, 
and thereby defraud their Patrons of the 
end which they propoſed in the founda- 
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tion, viz. the conſtant preſence of a Prieſt 
for their inſtruction, and the pertor- 


mance of Religous dutics. This therefore | 


was ſoon remedied, and the Parith Prieſts 
forbid ro quit their Cures, wihout the 
leave of their Diocclan, as well as to ac- 
cept them without ther permiſſion. So 
the National Synod of France, |icld in the 
year 7.44. in the preſence of Boniface the 
Popes Legate, decreed cap. 5. De Sacerdo- 
tibus, qui ſuos titulos abſg; licentia Epiſcopi 
dimittunt, ut tamdiu a@ communione habean- 
tur alieni, quouſy; ad ſuos titulos revertan- 
tur. And cap. 10, Quando Presbyteri vel 
Diacont per parochias conſt ituuntur, oportet 
eos Epiſcops ſuo profeſſionem facere. The 
firit Capitular of Charles the Great, made 
in the year 769. reneweth both theſe Ca- 
nons. Cap. 9. Nemo accipiat Eeclefiam in 
Parochiam fine conſenſu Epiſcopi ſui, nec de 
und ad aliam tranſeat. Another Capirtular 
cemmands thoſ: Clergy men to be degra» 
dcd, who torſook their Churchzs, avd ac- 


L. 6.c. 5g. cepted the Cure of oihers, Presbyter wel 


Ib. p. 932» 


Diaconus, qui deſerit Ecclefiam ſuam, & ad 

aliam tranfterit, deponatur. Some Capitu- 

lars and Councils apply this tothe Biſhops 

as well as the inferiour Clergy, and torbid 

as well them to be tranſlated from one Bt 

ſhoprick ro another, as theic irom one » 
r 
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riſh to another. So the firſt Capitular of 
the year 789. cap. 21. [tem in codem Con- 11. p. 108; + 
cilio (Chalcedonenſi) nec non & in Sardi- ic & L. 1, 
cenſi (pracipitur) ut nec Epiſcopus nec Cle. © ** 
rici tranſmigrent de civitate in civitatem. 
This is expreſt more fully in another Ca- A4dir; 
pitular. De titulo minori ad majorem mi- : 83- 
grare, nulli Presbytero licitum fit ; ſed in \>p-1172% 
eo permaneat, ad quem ordinatus eff : Quod 
ft inventus fuerit contra ſtatuta id facere, ed- 
dem P gems ſententi4, qud & Epiſcopus, 
qui de minori ad majorem tranſmigraverit 
Civitatem. The fame Conſtitution was 
made, in almoſt the ſame words, by the 
third Council of Zowrs, and by the ſecond Can; 14. 
Council of Khemes. But more effectually *2* 
to prevent this inconvenience , it was at 
length ordered, that at their inſtitution, 
or before their ordination , the Clergy Capital. | 
ſhould promiſe to remain at that place, 555078 
to the cure of which they were ordained. © © 
vt Presbyteri, qui in titulis conſecrantur, ſe- 
cundum Canones, antequam ordinentur, pro- 
miſſionem ftabilitatis loci illius faciant. The 
like Conſtitutions were made and received 
in England, I will produce but one of 
them , made by Egbert Archbiſhop of (1% Aner 
Tork in the year 750. Nullus Presbyter 4 Hy 
ſede proprid ſaute Ecclefie, ſub cujus titulo 
ordinatus fuit, ammonitionis cauſ4 ad alie- 

nam 
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nam pergat Ecclefiam; ſed ibidem devotus 
wſq: ad vite permaneat exitum. 

While the Foundation of Parochial 
Churches was thus far advanced by Lay- * 
men, and the profits of ſuch as were | 
founded by them, were limited to their 
Incumbents ; the Biſhops alſo in their 
Mannors, and Demeſnes, and Advowlons | 
both in City and Conntry, built, or gave 
kave to build, Parochial Churches ; and 
reſtrained the profits of every one of them 
ro the ſeveral Incumbents. The fame was 
done by the Kings in their Mannors : | 
and the praftice being received generally, | 
at laſt an uniformity obtained in this inno- 
vation of Parochial right. | 

In the mean time the Biſhops with their 
Canons reſided at the Cathedral Church, 
and attended the daily ſervice of it. The 
Biſhops indeed not ſo conſtantly , being 
obliged to frequent the great Councils of 
the Nation, and often employed by the 
King in Embaſſics, and great Offices ; bur 
the Canons were bound to perpetual Re- 
ſidence : and both Biſhop and Canons poſ- 
ſeſſed the Revenues of the Churchin com- 
mon ; which were received by the Bi» 
ſhop, and by him ſuch a portion was al- 
lowed ro the maintenance of the Canons, 
&s he thovght fir. This community 1 

po ” 
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poſſeſſion in Cathedral Churches obtained 
tor a long time. For I do not find that in 
any Churches, the portion or eſtate of the 
Biſhops was divided from that of the Ca- 
nons or Monks till after the Norman Con- 
queſt. Till that time the firſt endowment 
of the Biſhoprick remained in the joint 
poſſeſſion of the Biſhop and his Canons ; 
and not only thoſe poſſeſſions wherewith 
the Biſhop and all his Clergy were endow- 
ed at the firſt foundation of the Epiſcopal 
See ; but alſo thoſe, which after the ioſti- 
rution and particular dotation of Parochial 
Churches, were added to the Cathedral 
Church, by the liberality of following 
Princes, to increaſe the honour and digns» 
ty of the Biſhop, that he might be ena- 
bled to live in a quality equal to the Great 
men of the Nation. For it muſt not be 
imagined, that the endowments of the 
Biſhopricks were made all at once. But 
in every Age acceſſions were made to the 
original endowment of them, by the gift 
of Princes and pious perſons, even till the 
end of the 13th Age : that 1o, as the ri- 
ches of the Nation, and therewith the 
ſtate of Great men , did gradually en» 
creaſe ; the poſſeſſions and riches of the 
Biſhops might ariſe in proportion, and en» 
able them ro maintain a port cqual ro the 
other Peers of the Realm. 
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The Pariſhes, into which Dioceſles were 
at firſt divided, were but few in compa- 
riſon of the preſent number of them. For 
it may be ſuppoſed, that altho the Kings, 
or great Lords, might poſſeſs very large 
Territories in any country, yet they built 
but one Church for the uſe of one ſingle 
Terricory. Afterwards themſelves found 
it convenient or neceſſary, to build ſeve- 
ral Churches in ſeveral parts of ir, one per- 
haps in every Mannor; or theſe large 

flions being in time cantoned our, 
and divided into ſeveral leſſer poſſeſſions ; 
every one of the new poſſeſſors ereQed 
Churches or Chappels within their own 
limits. Thus every Pariſh was divided 


into many ſubordinate Pariſhes, and theſe | 


in proceſs of time became diſtin Pa- 
riſhes ; and ſo by degrees that Parochial 
diviſion was fetled, which we now find 
in Exgland. The difference of -our preſent 
Pariſhes in quantity and extent, ariſing 
originally from the difference of the ſeve- 
ral circuits of the Demeſnes or Territories 
poſſeſſed by the Founders. 

For ſome time theſe Churches of the 
ſecond foundation, were but Chappels of 
eaſe to thoſe of the firſt foundation. Du- 
ring that time the Mother-Church was 
called calven myn7ene or the Sextor ny 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
and ſtill reſerved the fole right of baptiſm 
and burial to her felt ; and continued in 
the polleſſlion of all the Tithes and pro- 
fits, which were due to her before the 
toundation of the Chappels. Thus the 
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Conſtitutions of Egbert Archbiſhop of Gap. 24 
Tork, rnade in the year 750. provide, T';,., 


That the ancient Churches ſhould not be 
deprived of any part of theſe Tithes and 
pollefiions, to give them to new Orato- 
ries, Ut Ecclehe antiquitus conſtitute, 
vec Decimis nec ull} ali4 poſſeſſone priven- 
tur, ita ut novs Oratoriu tribuantur. A 
like Conſtitution is found 1n the Capitu- 
lar of Charles the Great, made at Sa/z in 


the year 804. cap. 3. Quicung; voluerit in copituter. 
ful proprietate Ecclefiam adificare, una cum Tp.416. 


conſenſu & voluntate Epiſcopi, licentiam ha- 
beat. Veruntamen onnino providendum ef, 
ut alig Ecclefig antiquiores propter hanc 
occaſionem nulla tenus ſuam juſtitiam aut de- 
cimam nou perdant ; ſed ſemper ad antiquio- 
res Eeclehas perſolvantur. And to the lame 


; purpoſe is the Capitular in the year 


813. This Conſtitution is ſtill obſerved 

in as many Churches of the ſecond foun- 

dation, as yet 'remain under their firſt 

condition and title of Chappels of eaſe : 

but the other Priviledges of the Mother- 

Churches, viz. the fole right of _ 
a 


bid p.504- 
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and burial are now diſcontinued : altho 


-y_— they were ſo ſtriftly obſerved in England 
cis p 264, 20tY the year 1300. that if in any Pleas 


about the right of particular Churches, it 
could be proved, that any Church had 
from time immemorial right of baptiſm 
and burial, it ſhould be adjudged to be a 
—— qo Church and not a Chappel of 
Ea 

But (to return to the former times) the 


convenience and good of the Church in 


general requiring fuch ſubdiviſion of Pa- 
riſhes to be made, and the Lands and Sa- 
laries, wherewith the new Patrons had en- 
dowed the Churches of the ſecond foun- 
dation, being not ſufficient -to maintain 
their Incumbents without rhe Tithes, and 
hereby all perſons being diſcouraged from 
proceeding in ſuch new foundations ; the 


Biſhops found ir neceſſary to beſtow paro- * 
chial right on many of theſe Chappels al- | 


ready tounded, or atterwards to be tound- 


ed : which they did by conferring on ' 
them the right of burial , and hallowing 
Cemiterics near to them for that purpoſe. / 
By this means they were made diſtin&t | 


Pariſhes, and freed from any dependance 
upon the Churc'rs of the firſt foundation. 


Yer that the latter might not ſuffer any | 


great diminution of their former Reve 
aues; 


t 


| 
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nues ; no more than a third part of the 
Tithes were allowed to the Incumbents of 
_ uy Churches oo new foundation. But 
, | if the Biſhop did not grant the right of 
| * burial to them ; they Nil — in 
, | their former condition, and paid their 
, _ Whole Tithe to the [ncumbent of the Mo- 
f  ther-Church. So theLaws of King Edgar 

made in the year 967.appoint ; That it a- 
e _ ny Lord would build a Church in his own 
1 | Lands, within the limits of any Pariſh, he 
- might pay a third part of his Tithes to it. 
1» | Quiſque Decimas ſuas Eccleſia primarie ſeu —_ An- 
n- | matrict perſolvat, Si quis autem Thanus Ec), 4 = £ 
1 | Clefram in terrd proprid intra Parochie pre- 
in | difte limites fundare velit ; ei Decimarum 
ad © Juarum trientem perſolvere poſſit. This Law 
m © is confirmed and explained in the Eccleſi- 
he © aſtical Laws of King Canrus, made about 
-0- | the year 1032. in theſe words , Thanus fe 'bid p 
al- © in ſolo ſuo Templum babuerit , cui locus ad- 55 = 
ad- © jaceat Sepulturg deſtinatus, Decimarum ſua- 
on | ſum trientem in id conferre ei poteftas efto. 
| Sim circa Templum nullu fuerit defignatas 
ofc. | Iumationi locus ; tum qui eft fundi Dominus 
inct | date Sacerdoti novem partium reliquarum , 
ince | Jaentulam £1 viſum fucrit ; pay ing his whole 
10n. | Tube to the Mother-Church. The ſame 
any | method of making any new Church to be 
eve-  Parochial and independent, by conferring 

on 
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on it the right of burial, was obſerved be- 

fore this time in Wales, as appears from 

the Laws of Howe! Dba ; of which the 

35th is, Si regid dante licentid, in ruſtica- 

” »d Villa Ecclefia conſtruatur, & in ed Miſ: 

Y ſe celebrentur, © in atrio illius _ ſe- 
4 pelientur, ex tunc libera erit illa villa. 

| By this encouragement new Churches 

and chappels began to be ereQted (o faſt, | 

4 as in many places to become inconvenient, 

by impoveriſhing too much the ancient 

Revenue of the Churches of the firſt toun- 

dation ; So that it was found neceſſary, to | 

diſſolve or demoliſh ſome of them : and | | 

the execution ot this was left to the dif- | | 

cretion of the - Biſhops. Before this no| 

new Church could be erected withour the þ | 

Biſhops leave, much leſs the right of bap-} / 

tiſm and burial be given to it, by any o-| 1 

ther than by him.So the 7th Canon of the! 1 

_ Synod of Yeru in the year 755. Publicum| 1 

p-171. Gaptiſterium in nulla Parochil eſſe debet, ni-| | 

ft ubi Epiſcopus conſtituerit , cujus Parochia} » 
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eſt. Yet the Biſhops, either through neg-| 
ligence, or to gratifie the importunity of 
Lay-Patrons, or encreaſe their own Reve- 
nue, by multiplying the number of Syno-| 
dals and Procurations; had in ſome places 
permitted too many Churches to be eredt-! # 
cd, and the ancient Pariſhes to be ſubd 
videc 
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vided too farr. Againſt this the third Ca- 


{ pitular of Charles the Great, made in the 


year 803. provides cap. I. that ſuch unne- 
ceſlary Churches ſhould be demoliſhed. 
De Ecclefiis emendands, & ubi uno in locoy 
plures fuerint, quam neceſſe fit, ut deſtruan- 
tur que neceſſarie non ſunt. The Capitu- 
lar of King Lothaire diretts the ſame to be 
done, altho the Church ſhould be neceſſa- 
ry, incaſc it be not endowed. $i in uno 
loco plures Ecclefie fint, quam neceſſe fit, de- 
ſtruantur. Quid ft forte in aliquo loco fit 
Ecclefia conſtituta. que tamen neceſſaria fit, 
& mbil dotis babuerit , volumus ut 4 liberis 
bominibus ibi detur, &c. Quod ft hoc popu- 
lus facere noluerit, deſtruatur. Tas Capi 


tular of Charles the Bald, made at Tho- jyiqp.14, 


louſe in the year 844. reſtrains the further 
multiplication of Pariſh Churches, unleſs 


upon evident neceſlity, cap.7. Epiſcopi Pa- 


; rochias Presbyterorum propter inhoneſtum & 


| periculoſum lucrum non divident. Sed ſi 


neceſſitas populi exegerit, ut plures fiant Fe- 
cleſre, aut ſtatuantur Altaria, cum ratione 
bac faciant : ſec ut ft longitudo, aut periculum 
aque, aut ſilvg, aut alicujus cert& rationis 
vel neceſſtatis cauſa popoſcerit, ut populns ad 
Eccleſiam principalem non poſſit occurrere ; 

ftatuatur Altare, &c. 
ln Exgiand, as the firſt foundation of 
H Pa- 
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Parochial Churches and Cures, was much 
later than in France ; fo alſo the ſubdiviſt 
on of them, and all the benefits or 1ncon- 
veniencies of it. The firſt complaint 
which I find to have been made in our 
Nation, of the too great multiplication of 
Churches of the new foundation, 1s in the 


Conc. Argt, Additaments of the Laws of Edward the 


Tom.1. 
p 621, 


hid Tom. 


1. P-448- 
Can. 6,9, 


15. 


Confeſſor ; wherein it is ſaid,thar there were 
now three or four Churches in many pla- 
ces, where anciently was but one , to rhe 
great diminution of the Revenues of the 
ancient Clergy. Multis in /ocis modd ſunt 


tres wel quatuor Feclefie, ubi tunc temports | 


una tantum erat ; & fic ( decime fingulo- 

rum Sacerdotum) caperant minui. 
Long before the time of the Confeſſor, 
the Parochial diviſion of England was 
brought to (o great perieEtion,that it was 
known and fixed to which Pariſh every 
man did belong. So the Eccleſiaſtical Ca 
nons publiſhed in the ttme of King Edgar, 
require that every Prieſt ſhould prelent 
to; the Synod the names of ſuch in his 
Pariſh , as were contumacious or guilty 
of any heinous ſin ; that he ſhould 
admoniſh every one of his Pariſh, guoſ- 
we per Pargciam ſuam , to bring 
their Cluldren ro be baptized : that no 
Prieſt intermeddle in the buſineſs of anc- 
ther 
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ther Prieſt, »ec in ſu4 Ecclefii, nec in ſai 


Parochii, And the Laws of King Canutes Lex 13. 
command, that if any one be buried out Iidp-545 


of the limits of his Pariſh, extra ſux Pa 
rocbie fines, yet that the fees of his burial 
ſhould be paid to that Church , to which 
he did of right belong. Burt before the 
time of the Confeſſor that very diviſion of 
Pariſhes was generally fixed , which now 
obtains in England ; as appears from Dooms- 
day Book ; in which the Towns and Pa- 
riſhes do very near agree to the preſent 
diviſion. Some Churches indeed were e- 


| refted, and obtained Parochial right after 


the Conqueſt, but the number of them 
was not grear. 

Before or about the time of the ſame 
King, moſt of the Churches of the ſecond 
foundation ſeem to have become wholly 
independent of the Churches of the firſt 
foundation ; and to have received nor on- 
ly a third part , but the whole of the 
Tithe of their ſeveral diſtricts : whether 
that happened through the negligence of 
the Incumbents of the Mother-Churches, 
or by the appointment of the Biſhops, to 
ſettle at laſt a ſufficient maintenance on 
the Prieſts of theſe new Churches , or by 
publick Law, is uncertain. In France it 
was firſt began by the Conſtitution of Lu- 

H 2 dovicus 
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Copitaiar dovicus Pius, made in the year $16.cap.12- 
+22” which direQted the whole Tithes to be 
paid to the new erefted Churches. Sanci» 
tum eft de wills novis, & Eccleftis in it 
lis noviter conſlruitis , ut Decime de ills 
willis ad eaſdem Feclefias conferantur. 
In England | rather ſuppoſe the depend- 
ence of the new upon the old Church- 
es to have worn off by degrees, or to 
have been taken away by particular 
compoſitions between the Patrons or In- 
cumbents of the ſeveral Churches, made 
with the leave of the Biſhop;and rhe whole 
to have been effeted before the Conqueſt, 
or ſhortly after, Yet many marks and 
acknowledgments of the aneient depen- 
dance might remain for ſome Ages, how- 
ever now forgotten. Particularly I know 
a Pariſh-Church in this Nation (the name 
of which fer private reaſons I conceal ) 
which being founded above a thouſand 
years ſince, did then include all the neigh- 
bouring, Country within its limits. Aﬀer. 
wards, yet before the time of the Con- 
queſt, ſ-vrral new Churches were erected 
within her bounds , which at firſt might 
pay the whole, and then two third parts 
of rhe Tithes to her, as was done in other 
places in like caſes. But in a ſhort times 
eompoſicion was made between rhe ſeveral 
Patron 
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Patrons and [ncumbents, confirmed by the 
Biſhop ;':That the lacumbents of the new 
Churches ſhould. pay only the tenth part 
of all their real profits to the Incumbent 
of the Mother-Church : which Compoſt» 
tion I find to have been duly obſerved a- 
bout the year 1370, altho at this time, 
| no ſuch 1penſions, or any other mark 

of tuperiority remain to the Mother- 
Church. 

For ſome while after the faundation of 
Parochial Churches, and appropriation of 
the Tithes to them, no other limits were 
| ſet to then than thoſe of the poſſeſſions 
of the Founders, who obliged themſelves 
and all their Tenants and dependants to 
make their Oblations and to pay their 
Tithes to che Churches founded by ther. 

Bur if any perſons lived near to them, 
who were independent from the Patro.1 ; 
they were at liberty to trequent any other 
neighbour Church , and to pay their 
*$ Tithes to it. Particularly great numbers 
of Chriſtians were jnduced by the ſeeming 
devotion of the Monafteries, to frequent 
them rather than Paroclual Churches, and 
to make thewr Oblations, and pay their 
Tithes to them, and to be buried in their 
Cemiteries; at which time the Oblations 
al} made, or Legacies left ro any Church upon 
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account of burial were very grear, To 
prevent this diſorder, it was at laſt enat- 
ed, that the limits of every Pariſh ſhould 
be certainly fixed, and all perſons obliged 
to pay their Tithes, Oblations and Mor- 
ruaries to their own Pariſh Churches. $9 
L 1.c-145- the French Capitulars, Ut terminum ha- 


Tiles = beat unaquzq; Fcelefia, de quibus Villis De- 


cimas reciptat. Which Conltiturion is found 
L.1.c.24 alſo in Regino. Another Capitular forbids 
any Prieſt to perſwade the Pariſhioners of 
another Prieſt ro frequent his Church, and 

Capitalar. to pay his Tithes to himſelf. Sratutum 
+ y_ , &ft, ut nullus Presbyter fidelibus ſantte Dei 
1 Ecclefiz de alterius Presbyteri Parochil per- 
ſuadeat, ut ad ſuam Eceleham, relift4 pro- 

pri4 Eecleſi4, comveniant ; & ſuas Decimas 

fibi dent. This Conſtitution is verbatim 

Conc. Argl. repeated in the Saxon Conſtitutions, whoſe 
T:1P553- Author and time 'are not known (altho 
they ſeem ro have been publiſhed about 

the ycar 10090) and- this clauſe added ro 

it, Sed anuſquiſq; ſu# Feeleſht & popule 
contentus, quod f16i non vault fieri, alters ue- 
quaquam faciat. The 24th Canon of the 
Council of Londow, held in the year 1102, 
provided in the ſame manner for rhe bu- 

rial of Pariſhioners, Ne Corpora defanits 

Ibid.T.2z, rum extra Parochiam ſuam ſepelienda por- 
P- 22. Tentur, ut Presbyteri Parochie perdant q 


tt 
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o | indeills debeatur. It was therefore in the 
þ. | beginning of the twelfth Age, that the 
4 |} conſtituron of Pariſhes and Parochial 
4 | rights received its laſt perfetion; info- 
r= | much as before the end of this Age, it was 
3 | accounted a matter indiſputable, and the 
a- | general praQce of the Church of England, 
je. | tor every man to pay his Tithes to his 
1d | own Pariſh Prieſt. For among the De- 419114. «4 
ds | cretals of Pope Alexander III. writ about py 


of | the year 1179, is one direfted to the Bi-c. + © 
ad of Worcefter and Wincheſter, wherein as 


on | be faith ; Cam homines de Flortun ſecundum 1559. 
Jei | generalem Ecclefie Anglicane inſtitutionem 
de frugibus ſuis in autumno, novem partibus 
ro- | fibit retentu,, decimas Ecclefie, cujus Paro- 
na | chiani ſunt, fine diminutione ſolvere tenean- 
tim | tur. In Wakes the matter was not yet fo 
ofe | fully fetled ; bur the Great men paid their 
tho Tithes ro what Religious perſons or uſe 
out themſelves pleaſed ; yer ever believing 
| ro} themſelves obliged ro pay them to God, 
pale - to conlecrate them to ſome religious 
we-F WE, 
the To compleat this Hiſtory of the Inſt 
©2.4 fution of Pariſhes and Parochial rights in 
bu-& Exglazd, it will be neceſſary to add ſome- 
16-4 What concerning the beginning and occa- 
por-| fion of the Vicarages, which make up al- 
1wed| Moſt one half of ya in England, 
indi} 4 to 
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to the great detriment of Religion, and 
impoveriſhment of the Church. In the 
cighth, ninth, and tenth Ages, the Devo- 
tion of Princes and «great perſons was ge- 
nerally employed in building and endow- 
ing Monaſteries, to which they gave vc- 
ry large poſſeſſions, and therewith the 
Advowſon of the ſeveral Parochial Chur- 
ches ; or where no ſuch were, the Monks 
themſelves founded and endowed Parochial 
Churches, within their Maanors, and in 
right of the foundation became Patrons of 
them. Theſe Churches, or at leaft as 
many of them as were near ta the Monas 
ſtery, the Monks ſupplied by themſelves, 
either by turns or by lot , according to 
the direQtion of the Abbot ; and convert- 
cd the whole Tithes and profits of them to 
the uſe of the Monaſtery. I ſuppoſe the 
number of theſe not to have been very 
great. As to the great number of Chur- 
ches faic! to have been appropriated to the 
Abbey ot Croyland between the years 800 
and 950, in the Charters recorded by x- 


gulphus , (Which Mr. Selden alledgeth in 


this caſc) all the Charters of Iagulphus be- 
0:0 the ume of King Edger, may be pro- 
vec to þe (potous. In the time of Edgar 
may new Monaſteries were erected, and 
{ic annmcat IMonaſteries allo then ay” 

Few 
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their chief endowment ; and both, as well 
as thoſe which were founded after, obtaia- 
ed to themſelves number of Advow- 
ſons. But theſe Churches they could not 
now perſonally ſupply as formerly, fince 
the qa of _ Js Order 
n_ NF; a t tne year 944, 
—_— much . difficulty completed by 
him, with «he aſſiſtance of Edgar, Erbeb 
wold and Oſwald before the year 980. 
The ſtrict obſervation of the Rule of 
St. Benedid. being then introduced, the 
Monks could no longer ſupply any Paro- 
chial Cures, being not permitted to be 
abſent from their Cloiſters ſo long, and fo 
often, as that employment would require, 
They were therefore forced to quit that 
office entirely to the Secular Clergy, 
whom they preſented wo the Biſhop, in 
the ſame manner as Lay-Patrons did, with 
this only difference, that they generally 
reſerved to themſelves ſome ſmall penſion, 
to be paid annually by the Incumbent, 
and were allowed to do it, Theſe pen- 


ſions were not very grievous during the 
times of the Saxons: and the Church there- 
by found no great inconvenience before 
the Norman Conquelt, 


After 
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After the ueſt, the Norman Prin- 
ces generally beſtowed rhe Biſhopricks 
and Abbics of Exgland to rhoſe of their 
own Nation ; who according to the Spirit 
of that time, oppreſſed wrthour mercy 
the poor inferiour Engliſh Clergy, as the 
Norman Noblemen did the Exgliſb Laity. 
The Abbots then began to Exat anger 
Penſions from the Incumbeats poſſeſiing 
the Benefices of their donation: And what 
the Norman Abbots began, even the Eng. 
liſh Abbots were forced to follow, to ſup» 
port themſelves at that time, when the 
Norman Kings continually exatted oY | 
Sums of money from them ; and fcarce 
nominated any, but in virtue of a Simo- 
niacal bargain. Both theſe reaſons indu- 
ced the Abbots to increaſe from time to | 
time, the Penſions of their Clerks ; and | 
to procure to themſelves more Advow- 
ſons, that they might increaſe the num- | 
ber, as well as the value of their Penſions. | 

inſt theſe innovations it was decreed 

in the Council of Lowdow, in the year 

| Con. Angl. 1102, That the Monks ſhould, neither 
7 T-2-P22- obtain any new Advowſons, without the 
leave of the Biſhop; nor umpoverifh their 
Churches by exorbitant Penſions. Cas. 20. | 
Ne Monachi Ecclefias, nifi per Epiſcopes ac- | 


iſc 
cipiant ; neque fibi datas ita ſpolient ar 
red- 
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redditibus, ut Presbyteri ibi ſervientes, in 
aliquo penuriam patiantur. This Conſti- 
tution was renewed in the Council of 
Weſtminſler 5 in the year 1126. Can, 4 ibid. p. 34- 
Nullus Abbas, Prior, Monachus, wel Cleri- 
cus, Ecclefiam froe Decimam, ſeu quelibet 
Beneficia Ecclefiaſtica, de dono Laici, ſine 
proprii Epiſcopi afſenſu ſuſcipiat. 

n the mean time, moſt of the Prebends 
were founded in Cathedral Churches of 
the old Foundation, as we now diſtinguiſh 
them, viz. in thoſe which were then held 
by Secular Canons. Of theſe many were 
endowed with Tirthes or portion of the 
Tithes of ſome Benefice, the Advowſon of 
which belonged to the Biſhop, or ſome 
other Founder of the Prebends. In this 
' caſe it was lawful to ſuch a Prebendary 
| to ſerve the cure of the Benefice 
nally, if it could conſiſt with his atten- 
* dance required at the Cathedral Church ; 
| or to ſupply it by a Curate, who in time 
| became a Vicar; or which was the moſt 
ordinary way, tq reſerve to himſelf a cer- 
tain Penſion appointed by the Biſhop, and 
| Not to be altered withour his leave'; per- 
| mirting the remaining profits to the In- 
cumbent. In all which cafes, ſuch pru- 
= | dence and moderation was uſed ; that [ 
a find no complaints of this kind made a- 
- | gainſt the Secular Canons. But 


SW» > oY > WW || 


= ES ASA EMMA... i... mc. 


EE EE. £6 


oY 


108 


Can. g. All the Sulyedts of the 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


But the .oppreſſion and coverouſneſs of 
the Monks became intolerable ; notwith- 
ſtanding all the Decrees- made againſt 
them, they continued their corrupt pra» 
Rice herein ; and uſed ſeveral artifices to 
unpoveriſh their Churches, and draw the | 
profits of them to themſelves. Some- 
times they would treat with mercenary 
Prieſts, and hire them from year to year 
ta ſupply the cure of their vacant Bene- 
fices ; that ſo none, being 1n real poſlef- 
ſion of them, might.be able to claim the 
profits, which they in the mean time u- 
ſlurped to themſelves. - Againſt this abuſe 
was a Canon made in the Council held at 
Auranches 11 Normandy by. the Popes Le- 

in the year $173 ( (which obliged 

ing of England) 

Ut Ecilefie Vicaria anwwis non comittan- 
tar, that Churches ſhould not be commitr- 
ted to yearly Curates: And-the Council 
of Laterarn held at - that time, under A- 


lexander 11. dire&ed, That it a Clerk were | 


not. preſented within a certain time, the | 
4m of Preſentation ſhoulddevolve to4he 

Ar © other times they obliged the Clerks 
whom they preſented to tneir Benefices, 
to pay ſach large Penſions to them, as ren- | 
dred it 1 tble to-their Clerks, to =- 
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ſiſt with honeſty and decency. Againſt 
this the forementioned Council of Auran 
ches provided ; That, beſides the Obla» 
tions, at leaſt a third part of the Tithes 
ſhould remain to the Prieſt, who ſhould 
ſerve the Church. De rerti4 parte Deci- 
marum nibil Presbytero, qui ſervit Ecclefie, 
auferatur, The Popes alſo of this time 
publiſhed ſeveral fevere Decrees againſt 
this oppreſſion. Thus Alexander III. writes 
to the Monks of the Diocels of Tort in the 
year 1170. Intelleximus, quod in Ecc/e- 
fru veſtris, de quibus certas portiones conſue- 
viſtis percipere, portiones © antiquos reditus 
minorafts ; quos Clerici Ecclefrarum iſtarum 
babniſſe noſcuntur. Idergq; mandamus, qua- 
tenus ft quas portiones Tel antiques reditus 
Clericorum fine conſenſa Archiepiſcopi veſtri 
minuere preſumpſiſtis, ad integritatem pri- 
ſtinam revocetis. The tame rope foon at- 
ter wrote thus to the Biſhop of Worceſter, 
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De Monachis , qui Vicarios Feeleſtarum par 1. cav. De 
rochialium ita gravas! , ut hoſpitalitatem Honacos. 


tenere now poſſint eam providentiam habeas, 
quod ad preſentionem corum ne/lum rect- 
pras, miſt tantum ei de proventibus Ecclefi 
coram te fuerit aſhgnatum, wide jura Epiſ- 
copalia poſſint perſolvere , © congruam ſu- 
ftentationem habere, To the fame pur- 
pole a Canon was publiſhed by this Pope, 

in 
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in the Council of Lateras in the year 
1179, Which may be tound Extr. de Pre- 
bend. cap. Extirpande. Ten years aſter 
this, Pope Clement made a famous Decree, 
which at lait <tteQually overthrew this ar- 
tifice of the Monks. in theſe words. Cam 
Monachi quidam Ecclefias, que ad Preſenta- 
tionem eorum pertinent, propriis uſibus depu- 
rare nituntur, nec volunt ad eas, cum Vaca- 
verint, vocare perſonas. — --— admiſſes ita 
Penfiombus onerantes —— Mandamus, ut nift 
predifte perſone intra tempus a Latera- 
menft Concilio ſtatutum, ad vacantes Ecclefias 
perſonas idoneas preſentaverint : ex tunc 
liceat ( Epiſcopis Diocelanis ) appeZatione 
remot4 ordinare Reftores qui tis preefſe no- 
verint & prodeſſe. 

The Monks being driven from all theſe 
artifices, at laſt fell upon that miſchievous 
deſign of Appropriation , which gave the 
greateſt blow to the Secular Clergy they 
ever received ſince the firſt dotation of 
the Church. By the power of money, 
they obtained of the Court of Rome, that 
the profits of certain Churches, whoſe Ad- 
vowſon belonged to them, ſhould be ap- 
propriated to themſelves and their ſucceſ- 
ſors for ever. Herein they firſt began 
with a tew ; then, finding their money to 
prevail in that corrupt Court, proceeded 
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r further ; and at laſt put no bounds to their 

'o covetouſnels. When they firſt gained 

T theſe Bulls of Appropriation, they pre- 
tended the Diſcipline of their Order to be 

ſo far relaxed in virtue of them, that they 

might perſonally ſerve the cure of their 
appropriated Churches : and this, for ſome 

while, they took upon them to do, con- 

a- | verting thereby the entire profits of them 

ta | to their own uſe. Bur here the Biſhops 

if | interpoſed , and, ſince they could do no 

a- | more, applied themſelves ro reduce the 

as | Monks within the bounds of their Cloi- 

mc ſters ; and by ſeveral Conſtitutions forbad 

we | them to ferve their Churches perſonally. 

jv0- | One of theſe Conſtitutions made by an 

| unknown Biſhop, in the reign of Henry III. c,4%. av 
fe | may be found among the Eng/iſh Coune T-2-p-239- 
us | cils. Cum inboneſlum fit & Canoni inimi- 

he | cum, wt viri Religiof, quibus conceſſum eff 

ey | in pm wſus comvertere Feelefras, Ecclefris 

of | parochialibus perſonaliter deſerviant ; ſta- 

ey, | tuimus ut in Feeleftis fic cis conceſſis perpe- 

nat | twos Vicarios per nos conſtituant, & certam 

\d- | & competentem Vicariam ad taxationem no- 

ap- | ftram in dittis Ecclefiis infra 40 dies eis 

eſ- | aſſgnent. A like Conſtitution was made 

zan | by Walter de Cantelow Biſhop of Worce- thidp.24; 
to | fer in the year 1240. Precipimus, qudd 

ded | viri Religiof, Vicarios preſentent ad _ 
ur- | | as 
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fras ſuas, quas babent mproprios uſus, in qui+ 


bus nondum ſunt Vicarii conſtitati, The 
ſame command is almoſt verbatim repeated 
in the Conſtitutions of William de Grew 


feld Archbiſhop of Tork, made in the | 


eaxe Arg. Year 1306; and in thoſe of Grlbert Bi 
T.2-444 ſhop of Chicheſter. Not only did the Bi- 


Ib. p.183- 


Ib. p 44% 


Cap. 28. 
I>. Þ.374- 


Ib. p.158. 


ſhops force the Monks to find perpetual 
Vicars in their appropriated Churches ; 
but alſo appointed the Stipend , which 
they ſhould be obliged to pay them. This 
the Provincial Council of Oxford in the 


year 1222. taxed at five marks, which | 


was the fixed falary of a Curate at that 
time, For (o the Conſtitutions of Wil 
liam de Grenfeld tax it : Stipendia Presby- 
terorum wnius anni duximus taxanda quing; 
marcas. And before him Peter Quivil Br 
ſhop of Exeter, in his Canons made 1n the 
year 1287. commanded, That every per- 


petual Vicarage ſhould have certain por: | 
tions of the profits aſſigned ir, Valente 
ad minus pretium enius 1Capeliani Expos | 


dia, quingze marcas, At this time the 
names of a Vicar and a Chaplain or a Cu-: 
rate, were uſed indifferently ; So rhat in; 
the Conſtitutions of Richard Biſhop of: 
Saram, made in the year 1217, we read, 
Qaj Parochialem habet Ecclefiam, ft in ed 
won welit refidere, ordinet in ills perpetnom 


Vica- 
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Vicariuam. Nor was there any difference 
in cheir Office, until the Vicars or Curates 
of the Benefices appropriated to the 
Monks, being inſtead of annual ſtipends, 
endowed with certain portions of the 
Tithes (which they ſtill retain) began to 
receive Inſtitution from the Biſhop, and 
laductioa into the profits of their Cures, 
in the ſame manner as ReCctors did into 
their Benefices., 

The way of appropriating Churches 
being, once opened by the Monks, and 
the method fixed ; they multiplied daily, 
and were eaſily obtained. It was enough 
to pretend their Treaſure exhauſted, or 
their Houſes dilapidated, or their Abbot 


; put to great expences 1n a journey to 


Rome, to procure the appropriation of a 
Church, The example was afterwards 
followed by Nunneries, Hoſpitals, Mili- 
tary Orders, Contraternitics, Gilds, and 
even by the Seculars themfclves, who 
ſometimes procured Churches to be ap- 
propriated to Prebeads, Colledges and 
Chantries. By this means, within the 


in; {pace of 3oo years, above a third parr, 
: and thoſe generally the richeſt Benefices 


in England became appropriated, Yer 


: that the Secular Clergy may not be in- 


juſtly cenſured herein, we mult not ſup- 
| pole, 
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poſe, that all the Appropriations which 
they now poſſeſs, were at firſt procured 
by them ; but rather almoſt al} of them 
were made originally to the Monks, and | 
others; and atter their diſſolution cons | 
veyed to the Seculars by exchange, gift, 
or purchaſe. | 

From this Hiſtory which I have given 
of the Foundation and endowment of Pa- 
rochial Churches in Exgland ; it may ſuffs 
eiently appear, how groſly they miſtake, 
who imagine that the firſt deſign of theſe 
Foundations, require the conſtant reſidence 
of a Beneficiary perpetually tied down to| 
that one place and Benefice, From the 
beginning to the end of it, it appears, that} 
no more was ever deſigned, than that eve-| | 
ry Pariſh ſhould be provided for in Sacru} | 
either by alternate, or by perpetual Cu} ; 
rates. Whether thoſe bare the title of} ; 
Parion, Vicar, or Curate ; whether they! ' 
executed their Office there in their own 1 
right, or in right of another ; whetherj t 
the care of that Pariſh was ſolemnly com-* / 
mitted,or only delegated for a time to the, $ 
Prieſt officiating ; doth in no wiſe con-: / 
cern the deſign of the foundation : which! s 
only required, that the ſervice of it ſhould? & 
be perpetually ſupplied, in all the Offices! d 
of Religion, by Prieſts authorized by rhe! 

Bi 
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Biſhop. That this was the ſole deſign, 
may be eaſily colleed from almoſt every 
part of this Hiſtory, I will not here re- 


| capitulare the whole, and form the parti- 


cular deductions which may be made ; 
leſt I ſhould ſeem to queſtion or injure 
the judgment of the Reader, who may 
with equal exatneſs make the obſerva- 
tions, and draw the conſequences for his 
own fatisfaftion. But ſome things, which 
have not yet been touched, and which 
manifeſt the ſame deſign, it will not be 
unfit to add. 

Of theſe the firſt is, concerning the Re- 
ſidence required of Vicars, the Obligation 
of which is ſtill continued. The ReQtors 
of Pariſhes were permitted to be abſent, 
and to ſubſtitute Curates in their place ; 
as is evident from the Conſtitution of Rj- 
chard Biſhop of Sarum before cited ; but 
Vicars were from the firſt inſtitution of 
them obliged to perſonal Reſidence, So 


in. 


ther; the tenth Conſticution of St. Edmund core. Ang! 
:om- Archbiſhop of Canterbury, made in the 3-2P-227: 
) the, Synod of Loudon, in the year 1237. Ad 
con- Vicariam ſtatuimus nullum admittendum, 
hich! #ift qui renuncians Beneficiis alits, ft que ha- 
ould: bet curam animarum habentia, juret reſi 
ffices) dentiam ibi facere, ac eam faciet continu 


7 the: corporalem, This Ca 
Br 


I z the 


non is confirmed in led y.252. 
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the Legatine Conſtitutions of Orbobon. The 
reaſon of this is exprefied 1n the £2th Ca- 
non of the ſame Council , that fo ſome 
Prieſt may be reſident at every Chureh, 
to diſcharge the cure ot Souls. Provideant 
Dioceſani, ut ſemper apud Fcelefiam refideat 
aliquts, qui de animarum Cura fit ſollicitus. 
Art this time the Stipend of a Vicar was 
taxed at five marks, and the Stipend of a 
Curate at as much ; as was before ſhewn. 
So that it was ſuppoſed 8 Vicar could not 
maintain a Curate; for it he allowed five 
marks to him, as the Canon required, no- 
thing would remain to ſuſtain himſelf, 
Hence, if the Vicar did not make perſonal 
reſidence, it was taken for granted, that 
the ſervice of that Church could not be 
ſupplicd ; and for this reaſon reſidence was 


enjoyned to them. The Canon made no 
proviſion for Vicars able to maintain a 
Curarte, becauſe there were none ſuch at 
that time, Bur afrerwards, when Vicara- 
ges exchanged rheir Stipends for certain | 
portions of Tithes , many of them be- 
came of conſiderable value; and ro the; 


mn fi Im mm -- .. : 


Incumbents of ſuch, the deſign of the Ca- 


non doth no leſs permit ſubſtitution of 


Curates, than to the Incumbents of Par-},; 


ſonages : and ſince every Law is beſt in- 
terprered by the known deſign of it, thoſe 
Vi- 
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& | Vicars cannot in conſcience be impleaded 
| of perjury againſt their Oath of reſidence 
W | exated in vertue of this Canon ; who be- 
h, ing Non-reſident, maintain a Curate con- 
"| ſtantly reſiding ; fince they fully fatisfic 
af | the deſign of the Canon, which was, that 
«. | no Parochial Church ſhould be deſtitute 
'W | of the preſence of a Prieſt. To juſtific 
' © | this afſertion, it may be obſerved, that the 
obligation of perſonal reſidence was ex- 


»* | tended at the ſame time to all Incumbents 
VE | of Parſonages, not exceeding the value of 


"7 Vicarages , that is, of five marks ; and 
” that for the ſame reaſon , becauſe they 


were ſuppoſed unable to maintain a Cu- 
bat | jate. Thus in the Council of Oxford in 
the year 1222, it was decreed, Quia inho- Cone. Argi. 
WS | weſtum nimis eff, ut Ecclefia propter mino- T-3-p-183. 
* NO | jor redditus Paſtoribus maneant deſolate ; 
n © preſenti decreto ſtatuimus, ut Ecclefie, que 
n at \;, redditibus ultra quinque marcas non ha- 
art” * out, nonnift talibus perſonis conferantur, qui 
'ORNND | reſideant in eiſdem, & in proprid perſond 
L be-  iniftrent in eiſdem. For this reaton alſo, 
> the |, ne but a Prieſt could be admitted to 
VA" fuch a Benefice, becauſe none other was 
pable of executing intirely the miniftc- 
al Office ; and if a' Deacon were admit- 
, the poverty of the Benefice would 
permit the ſubſtitution of a Curate- 
I 3 Prieſt. 


{t in- 
Vi 
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Prieſt. To this purpoſe (as a friend of 
mine hath informed me from a Manu- 
ſcript) William de Bleis Biſhop of Worce- 
fter publiſhed a Canon about the year 
1230. Nullus niſi Sacerdos admittatur ad 
Ecclefiam, cujus aſtimatio non excedit quin- 
gue marcas; ſed admiſſus refidentiam faciat 
in eidem Feelefil, 

Further in conſequence of this general 
deſign cf ſupplying the religious occaſions 
of every Pariſh by ſome means or other, 
it was thought no leſs unlawful, for one 
Prieſt alone to manage the cure of too} , 
great a Pariſh, than to hold two Benefi- 
ces; and therefore in Pariſhes of very 
great extent, two Prieſts or more were 
ordained to the cure of one Church, or 
at leaſt, required to attend the conſtant 
ſervice of one Church. So little did the 
firſt deſign of theſe foundations favour 
that Presbyterian notion of the recprocal 
neceſſity of one Presþyter and one Church} 
Art firſt ſuch large Pariſhes had two of / 
more Prieſts ordained to them, withequal * 
title and authority ; but afterwards, thig 4 
being found in many reſpe&s inconve{ 1 

(h. p. a2, Nient, was diſcontinued in England, and 8 
at laſt wholly forbid, in the Legatiog £ 
Conſtitutions of Orbobon (in Wales the $ 
practice continued much longer.) _” tl n 

mg if 
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fame number of Prieſts was till direfted 
to be maintained ; one being Superiour, 
and retaining the Title, the others being 
Curates or alliſtants to him. For this the 
Conſtitution of Walter de Kirkham Biſhop th.p. 257. 
of Darham, made in the year 1255s, 1s 
expreſs. $1 aliqua Ecclefia ab antiquis tem 
poribus diviſa, & aliis temporibus hatuerit 
duos Capellanos ; & poſtea quacunque occa» 
hone eadem Eccleſia fuerit conſolidata: Re- 
Hor tot numero Capel/anos habeat wel ſuſti- 
neat, quot Eccleſia prius diviſa neceſſe habuit 
ſuſtinere. This was alſo one of the Con- 
ſticutions of the Provincial Council of Ox- t p.12 
ford in the year 1222 ; That in all large 
Pariſhes, two or more Prieſts ſhould con- 
ſtantly be maintained, their number being 
proportioned to the largeneſs of the Parith. 
Statuimus, ut in fingalis Parochialibus Ec- 
cleftis, quarum Parochia eft diffuſa, duo ſint 


| vel tres Presbyteri, penſati pariter magni- 
 tudine Parochig & Eeclefie facultate ; ne 


forte agrotante uno Presbytero, wel debili- 
tato, Kc. Before both, the Council of 
Awranches had in the year 1173 com» Ih.p 1-3, 


onvel manded, that the Incumbents of the lar- 


= 


atic 
'5 Ul 
et tl 
an 


ger Pariſhes ſhould ii they were able, main- 
tain another Prieſt under them , Caz. 5. 
Sacerdotes majorum Feelefrarum, quibus ad 
boe ſuppetunt facultates, alium ſub je Presby- 
ferum cogantur habere. FRE. 
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The deſign of Parochial Foundations, 
and all the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitutions hi- 
therto mentioned do as well permit two | 
Churches to be held or ſupplied by one 
man, as one Church by two men : if the 
general defign betore mentioned be nut de- 
teated, that 1s, the ſervice of every indi 
vidual Pariſh in rel;gious Othces, It then 
two Pariſhes lye fo near, that one perſon 
may ſupply the cure of rhem both; this 
deſign is as much anſwered, as if the {ame 
were done by two perſons. He cannet 
indeed reſide in both in a Law-fenſe ; but 
in truth and in an Eccleftaſtical-lenle he 
reſideth at both, who conſtantly fupplieth 
the ordinary duty, and is always at hand 
within convenient diſtance, to tupply the 
extraordinary duty of them both. It the 
greater diſtance of the two Pariſhes will 
not permit this; the general defign is fa- 
risfied, if cither of them be ſupphed by a 
Curate ; And this ever was , and ſtill is 
provided tor in all caſes of Plurality. 

Aiter an Hiſtcrical account vt whatſc- 
ever concerns the inſtitution, endowment 
and rights of Pariſhes, it will be fit to add 
an account of the Conftitutions and Pra 
ice of the Church in rclation to Plural 
ties. Thc ancient Canons forbid a Prieſl 
to quit the ſervice of that Churclz or Dic- 


cels, 
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ns, ccls, wherein he firſt received Orders ; 

hi. which made it unlawtul to him ro execute 

wo | his Office in two ſeveral Dioceſſes. To 

"ne this I ſuppoſe that Capitular to refer ; 

the Nox liceat Clericum in duabus Civitatibus Appmd.1.4 

de. miniſtrare, nec Abbatibus plara Monaſteria cg 4 

xdi-} aut Cellas habere, The latter part ot it T.1 4.794 

en | however torbids Plurality ot Abbies to be 

ſon held Ly one Abbot ; which- was indeed 

this conſonant to the firſt inſtirution and de- 

mel fign of their Order. Some Abbots at this 

net} time in France held an enormous Plurality 

but} of Abbies; and it the ſame licentiouſneſs 

hel were then permitred to the Secular Cler- 

eth] gy, it was but convenient to reſtrain 

and} them by a prohibition. Such a prohibution Capital. 

the} was made in the fixth Council of Paris. as 

the Placuit omni S ynodali conventut, ut mulls | 

willl Presbyterorum amplius quam unam Fecle- 

s fa-| fiam fibi wendicare preſumat. Another 

by a] Capitular renews this prohibition, and aft- 

It is fixeth a reaſon to it, Quia fieut quiſque L.5.c.13. 
Secularis non amplius quam unam habere de- 

atlo-} bet uxorem ; ita & noſquiy: Presbyter non 

nent] amplixs quam wnam habere debet Fcclefram. 

add) The ſame may be found in the Conſtitu- 

Pra tions of Herardus Archbiſhop of Tours, y, z. 1251. | 

ral-} made in the year 858. Cap. 49. Theſe 

rieſtt Canons are all ads in general terms ; 

Dic-| as proviſions made againſt any corrup- 

cels, tions 
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tions are wont to be : Yet no more is 
intended to be forbidden, than what is in 
truth unlawful or inconvenient. All theſe 
Canons are beſt explained by Regino, who 
about 100 years after, colletted the Ca- 
nons of the Church, and Capitular Con» 
ſtitutions then received and practiſed. In 
him this prohibition of Plurality is thus 
L1.c.254. related : Sicut Epiſcopus now plus poteit ha- 
re quam unam civitatem, & vir unam ux- 
orem; ita Presbyter unam tantum Eccle- 
fram. Itaq; nullus Presbyter preſumat plures 
babere Ecclefras, nift forte alios Presbyteros 
ſub ſe in wnaquaque ullarum habeat, As a 
Biſhop cannot have more than one City, and 
an Husband no more than one Wife ; ſo a 
Prieff no more than one Church. Let no 
Prieff therefore preſume to hold more 
Churches ; unleſs he hath other Prieſts (or 
Curates) under him in every one of thoſe 
Churches. 

The chief deſign then of the former 
prohibitions was to provide, leſt the Cure 
of any Pariſh ſhould be neglected. This 
being ſatisfied by ſubſtitution of Curates, 
the original power which the Biſhops had 
of diſpenſing in this caſe, was continued to 
them. Ia the firſt Inſticution of Paro- 
chial Churches, the Biſhops might, if they 
had pleaſed, have committed the care of 

tio 
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two Churches to every Presbyter, and al- 

ways in this matter, have continued to 

att, as their own prudence and the gene- 

ral good of the Church directed them ; 

till their whole power herein was tranſ- 

ferred to the Pope by the Lateraws Coun» 

cil. Before that Council the care of this 

whole matter was committed ro the Bi- 

ſhop, that every Church ſhould be ſup- 

plied by a Prieſt of its own, but that on- 

ly ubi id fieri facultas providente Epiſcope Capituler. 
permiſerit, as faith the Capitular of Lado- 7F:1-Þ-555- 
picws Pius 1n the year 816 : And not un- ti 
like to it is the ninth Canon of the Coun» Þ: 985. 
cil of Rbemes in the year 1131. The Bi 

ſhops might unite, divide, and direct the 

cure of Parochial Churches,as they thought 
convenient. 

In time, through the negligence of the concil T. 
Biſhops, ſuch a Plurality crept into the 19p.1516. 
Church, as ought not to be permitted. ig par. 
Againſt this a Canon was made in the ad anv 
third Council of Lateran in the year 1179. 7” 
Can. 13. (Juia nounulli, modum avaritie 
non ponentes, dignitates diverſas Ecclefiaſti» 
cas, & plures Eccleſtas Parochiales, contra 
fſacrorum Canonum inſtitura nituntur acqui- 
rere ——ne id de cetero fiat, diſirittive in- 
bibemus (declaring the Inſtitution of a fe- 
cond Benefice to be void) -»-Quia in tan- 

ſun 
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tum jam procefſit quorundam ambitio, «t non 
duas vel tres, ed ſex aut plures, perbibean- 
tur habere ; cum nec duabus poſſint debitam 
provifionem impendere. Ar this time then, 
many Clergy men poſſeſſed fix or more 
Benefices, and their rapaciouſneſs gave oc- 
cxſion to the Canon ; which for that rea- 
fon none will deny to have been neceſſary, 
This Canon not taking its deſired cflectt, 


, the famous Canon ot the 4th Lateran 


Council, held under Pope Armocent in the 
year 1215 was made ; wherein after a re- 
ciral of the precedent Canon, it is decreed, 
Ut quicung; receperit aliqued Beneficium ha- 
bens curam animarum annexam, ft prius tale 
Beneficium obtinebat, eo fit jure ipſo priva- 
tw; & fi forte illud retinere contenderit, 
alio etiam ſpolietur. — — Hoc idem _ 
ſonatibus decernimus obſervandum ; adden- 
tes, ut in eidem Fcelefia nullus plures Dig- 
mitates aut Perſonatus habere praſumat , 
etiamſi curam non habeant animarum. Circa 
ſublimes tamen & literatas perſonas , que 
majoribus ſunt beneficits honorande, cum ras 
tio poſtulaverit, per ſedem Apoſtolicam po- 
rerit diſpenſari, The Council theretore 
thought it reaſonable to permit Pluralitics, 
to perſons of extraordinary merit; and to 


Clement on fuch the Council allows, Can. 5. to hold 


two Benefices incompatible : Such in 
the 
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the Canon Law are thoſe accounted, which 
require reſidence ; as all are, having cure 
of Souls annexed. Herein the cul 
allowed no more than was always praCti> 
e | fed, and thought reaſonable ; only the 
power of Dilpenſation was now lodged 
wholly in the Pope, which was before 
common to all Biſhops. This turned to 
the great injury of the Church ; For at 
4 the Court of Rome , Diſpenſations were 
promiſcuouſly granted, without any other 
deſign than that of getting money ; where- 
f as Biſhops were not wont to grant them, 
but for the general good of their Diocelſs, 
/- | to entertain perſons of eminent worth 
therein: or it they had done otherwiſe, 
, would not have been able to have main- 
" | tained their reputation in their Dioceſles. 
All that was left to the Biſhops, was the 
power of forcing Clergymen, who enjoy - 
- ed Pluralities by the Papal Diſpenſation, 
* | to reſide ſucceſſively inevery one of their 
Pariſhes, and to maintain Curates, when 
and where they did not perſonally re- 
ſide. To this purpoſe a Conſtitution was 
made by Richard Biſhop of Salubury in Cc. Argt. 
i the year 1217. and another by Peter Qui- fag 
.. | vil Biſhop of Exeter in the year 2287. 
14 | As for the power of diſpenſing with refi- 
'n | dence, that de jure communi always be- 


he longed 
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longed to the Biſhops, and was ſtill con- 
tinued to them, being afterwards confirm- 
ed by the 13th Canon of the Council of 
Lions in the year 1274. in thele words, 


Conc. Labh, Super refidenti4 faciend4 poſſit Ordinarius 
T.1-p.983. gratiam diſpenſative ad tempus facere; pro- 


ut cauſa rationabilis id expoſcet. In vir- 
rue of this power Peter Qurvil in the Con- 
ſtitution above cited , alloweth Nore-reſi- 
dence to ReQtors of Churcizes, whoſe ab- 
ſence was ſupplied per inſtitutos Vicarios, 
by Vicars or Curates allowed by the Bi- 
ſhop; or to whoſe Prebend or Dignity 
ſuch Churches were annexed. Afterwards 
the Gourt of Rome encroached upon the 
right of Biſhops in this caſe alſo, and uſur- 
ped to it (elf che fole power of diſpenſing 
with reſidence , which had ſo long re- 
mained in the Biſhops. The Power in- 
deed of diſpenſing with Pluralities fince 
the Council of Lateran and afterwards 
with Non-refidence, was ill placed in the | 
See of Rome ; becauſe thereby injury was 
done to all other Biſhops, and a door 
was opened to great corruptions : But 
none. ever thought it unreaſonable that 
ſuch a power ſhould be lodged ſomewhere. 
Allthe Peritions of che Parhament of Exg- 
lazd, made to our Kings before the Retor- 
mation, againſt Pluralities and mo 

ence, 
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» dence, did not ſo much oppoſe the being 

j- of them, as the ſole granting of them by 

of the Pope ; which exhauſted the Treaſure 

s. of the Nation, and diminiſhed the original 

Power of the Prelates of the Church. For Aride- 
in the Complaint of the Commons made ***: of the 


wherein it was deſired, that all ſuch, as 
procured any Bulls from Rome for Plura- 


4s 
0- 
r- in Parliament 2 Z. 4. againſt Pluralities, — 
- 
(i- 


b- | lity or Non-refidence, ſhould incur the 
os, | Pain of Proviſoes; the Chaplains of Arch- 
Zi- | biſhops and Biſhops, and all Scholars are 
ty | excepted. When therefore the King and 
ds | Parliament 21 #. 8. forbid any more ſuch 
he | Bulls ro be obtained from Rome, and ap- 
aur- | Pointed them to te granted by the Arch- 
rg | biſhops of the ſeveral Provinces; they 
re- | did not confer any new power on the 
in- | Archbiſhops, but only reſtored to them 
nce | their original Power ; the exerciſe of which 
rds | had been long interrupted by Papal Uſur- 
the | pation, 

was | From what I have faid, it will be caſie 
oor | to anſwer a ſcruple, which ſome have rai- 
But | fed, viz. That neither a Papal Diſpenfation 
that | before the Statute 2 1 #7. 8. nor an Archie- 
zere. | piſcopal Diſpenfation ſince, could fatisfie 
Eng- | any Pluraliſt or Non-refident in point of 
>for- | conſcience, where there is not a juſt and 
reſ- | ſufficient cauſe : Becauſe ſuch a Diſpenſa- 
nce, tion 
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tion is againſt the chief deſign of the 
Laws made againſt them before that Sta- 
rute, and now againſt the chict deſign of 
that Statute alſo. It hath been already 
proved, that both Plurality and Non- 
reſidence are made unlawful only jure hu- 
mano; lo that if they be diſpenſed with by 
the fame authority, the Conſcience is tully 
ſatisfied. The Diviſion and Sctling of 
Parithes was firſt formed, by the Authort 
ty of the ſeveral Dioceſans; and tirom them 
alone proceeded the Obligation to Refſi- 
dence and Singularity of Benefices : So 
that to them de jure commune belonged 
the power of diſpenſing with both, till ut 
was appropriated to the Pope in the Late- 
ran Council, and in England to the Arch- 
bilhops by the Statute 2x FH. 8. In the 
caſe therciore of a Diſpenſation granted, 
by the Ordinary betore the Lateran 
Council, by the Pope alter it, and by the 
Archbiſhops ſince the Statute, the obli- 
gation, as to ſuch particular perſons, 15 
relaxed and annulled, by the ſame Autho- 
rity by which it was impoſed. As for the 
oppoſition of Diſpenſations to the chiet 
deſign of the Canons and Laws made 
againſt Plurality and Non-refidence; the 
deſiga of a Law is no more to be taken 
lrom the former, than trom the latter part 
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of it. It can never be faid , that any 
Law did cither chiefly or ſecondarily de- 
ſign to oblige thoſe whom it doth parti- 
cularly except from its obligation. Sup- 
pole a Law ſhould be made to oblige all 
adulc perſons, except Clergymen, to take 
up arms upon fome urgent occaſion : 
Should the Clergy notwithſtanding this 
exemprion, eſteem themſelves obliged in 
conſcience by the Law, to take up arms, 
only becauſe the general deſign of the Law 
was, that all adult perſons ſhould enter 
into arms? Certainly in no Law, was the 
former part ever known to annul the lat- 
ter, alcho the latter may reſtrain and qua- 
lifie the former. 

It is to be obſerved, that in all the 
Conſtitutions and Decrees made againſt 
Pluralities, which have been already reci- 
ted, no diflerence is made between Plura- 
lity of Biſhopricks, Prebends, Archdeacon- 
ries, or any other Eccleſiaſtical preter- 
ments, and Plurality ot Benefices with cure 
of Souls; the fame Prohibition lieth a- 
gainſt both. So rhe third Council of 
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Lateran, Can. 13. Quia nonnuli Dignitates Sup's. 


diverſas Ecclefiaſticas , &c. and tix: 4th 
Council of Lateran, Can. 29. In eldem 
Eccleſfit nullus plures Dignitates aut Perſo- 
natus babere preſumat, ©c. Nay many Ca- 

K nons 


130 


Conc. Arg. 
T.2 p.12. 


Ib1d.p.231. 


Tvid-p-34- 


tht. p 35 


A Defence of Plnralities. 


nons do peculiarly concern theſe, which 
relate not to Parochial cures : as the De- 
cree of the Council of Wincheſter 1n the 
year 1076. Nulli liceat duobus Epiſcopati- 
bus praſidere ; which was made againſt 
the ill cxample of Srigand, who with the 
Bilhoprick ot the Soath-Saxons, held that 
of the Eaft- Angles, and afterwards, Win- 
cheſter with Canterbury. After this Ca- 
non, no Biſhoprick was held in England 
with another in Commendam, till Cardinal 
Wolſey ; Yet ſince the Reformation we 
have ſeen ſeveral examples of it. In the 
Legatine Conſtitutions of Orhoboy all man- 
ner of Commendams are ſtrialy forbidden; 
yet nothing is now more ordinary. In 
the 12th Canon of the Council of Weſt- 
minſter held in the year 1126. it 1s for- 
bidden : Ne uni perſone in Eccleſia diverf 
tribuantur honores, that different Dignitics 


in the Church be nor given to one per-} 


ſon. Yet now one Perton is ſometimes a 
Biſhop, an Archdeacon and a Pariſh Prieſt. 
Nay ( which formerly would have been! 
accounted monſtrous) a Pariſh Prieſt in the| 
Dioceſs of another Biſhop : In other per- 
ſons we (ee the Dignities of a Dean, Arct» 
deacon, Prebendary and Pariſh Prieſt uni 


G 
af 


ted. In the eighth Canon of the Council! ne 


of Weſtminſter held in the year 1127. 
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was forbid under an anathema to hold plu- 
rality of Archdeaconrics : rt nullus Ar- 
chidiaconus in diverſis Epiſcopatibus diver- 
ſox Archidiaconatus teneat, ſub anathemate 
probibemus. Yet our time bath afforded 
many examples ot the contrary, and no 
cenſure put upon them. In the Council of 
Lateran it is forbid to the Canons of Ca- 
thedral or Collegiate Churches, to hold 
the cure of a Pariſh-Church rogether with 
their Canonry. Pope Homorius IT. firſt 
allowed them to augment ther Prebends, 
with the perpetual annexation of Parochial 
Churches, relerving a competent ſtipend 
to the Curates. All theſe Canons are 
ſecurely broken, and no exclamation 
made; only becauſe in the Statute 21 Z, 
8. concerning Pluralities, no mention is 
made of B:ſhopricks, and Preferinents 
without cure of Souls ; altho that Sta» 
tute doth not in the lexſt annul the obli- 
gation of the ancient Canons concerning 
them , which ſtill remain in their full 

; 8s was adjudged in the caſe of 


Goodman Dean of Wells, who 20 vears Dy; 
after the making of that Stature, was by p-35- 
virtue of the 29th Canon of the fourth 


Council of Lateran, deprived of his Des- 


il} nery, becauſe he had accepted the Prebend 


of Wiveliſcomb in the ſame Church. 
K 2 As 
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As the prohibition of Plurality was 
extended equally to all Eccleſiaſtical Pre- 
ferments ; lo aliv the obligatioa to Refi- 
dence was, both by the deſign of the 
ſeveral toundations, and by the Decrces 
of the Church, no more required of one 
than of the other ; nay required much 
more (tri&tly ot Biſhops, Arcldeacons, and 
Prebendaries, than of Parochial Prieſts. 
The neceſlity ot Epilcopal reſidence for 
the benefit and convenience ol the Diocels, 
and the con{ormity of it to the firlt de- 
ſign of the inſtitution of their Order, 
cannot be called in queſtion. In the Church 


| 

of Eng/and they were commanded to reſide | * 

and cclebrate perſonally at their Cathedral | 
Churches, by the Provincial Conſtitutions | F 

Cone Angl. of Edmund Archbiſhop of Canterbury,made | © 
F-2P227-jn the Synod of London in the year 1237. | / 
Cap. 22. Archiepiſcopi & Epiſcopi moram | * 
trahentes _ Cathedrales Ecclefias, come | 
gruenter ibidem Miſſas celebrent. In the: ſt 
Legatine Conſticutivns of Orhobox they are t 

ſaid to be obliged to perſonal reſidence ir 

t oth by Divine and by Eccleſiaſtical right. " 

{ 


Epiſcopi ad perſonalem refidentiam circa 
gregem Domini bi commiſſum tam Divinu (a 
guam Ecclefraſt ics precepts noſcuntur aſtri of 
Cone, Ang. i, Forty years after this Archbiſhop Sh 


T.2-p277- Peckham rcnewed the injunftion, and to 
ſome| fr 
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fome Biſhops, who would nor reſide, ap- 
pointed Coadjutors. For Archdeacons , 
the deſign of their inſtitution was, that 
- | they ſhould be the eye of the Biſhop ; 
, | that they ſhould perlonally viſit all the 
; | Clergy of the Dioccls every year; that 
4 | they ſhould diligently enquire into the 
- | behaviour of them, examine the ſtate of 
r | all the Parochial Churches, and fignifie 
s, | the faults or defects of both to the Bj- 
. | ſhop. An inſtitution, which, it duly main- 
r, | Fained and executed, as the Canons direct, 
þ | would contribute more to the eſtabliſh- 
le | ment of good Order and Diſcipline in the 
al | Church and Clergy , than all the little 
as | Projefs of private perſons. For the dit 
de | charge of this Duty, Archdeacons were 
7. | Jure communi obliged to perpetual reſidence; 
i» | and when that was ſlighted, the obligation 
was enforced by many Canons and Con» 
ſtitutions ; and at laſt it was forbidden to 
them to exa&t or receive Procurations 
trom any Churches which they did not 
perſonally viſir, So the Conſtitutions of 
Peter Quivil Biſhop of Exeter, cap. 40. 
(and to the ſame purpoſe are the Decrees 
of ſeveral Provincial Councils in England) 
Singulis Archidiaconis precipimus , ut ab vido*. 
eelefrs, quando perſonaliter non viſitant, 
Procurationes exigere vel percipere non pre- 
\ 3 ſumant. 
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ſumant. As tor Prebendaries, it is noto- 


HEL. C on- 
caLr TALIO 
P. 217 


rious, that it was the deſign of the foun- 
dation and endowment ot Cathedral and 
Collegiate Churches, that they ſhould 
attend the ſervice of them : and this ob- 
ligation was ever eftcemed much [trifter, 
than that of reſidence upon Parochial 
cures, till th middle of the 13th Age. 
[It we may bclieve Father Paul (an Author 
much admired by the enemies of Pluralt- 
tizs) Canons of Churches were firlt requi- 
r<d by Papal Conſtitutions torefide, when 
other beneficed Clerks were left at liber- 


ty. Certainly it conduceth more to the | 
mtereſ!, honour and ſupport of Religion | 


in gencral ; and the good of the whole 


Dioceſs in particular, that according to | 
the deſign of thoſe Foundations, ten or | 
more Preixndarics, perſons of exiraordt- | 


nary merit and knowledge (as they are 
ſuppoſed, and ought to be) thould con- 
ſtantly attend at the Carliedral Church, 
ſeated 10 the chief City of the Diocels ; to 
ſee the publick Worthip of God performed 
with decent folemnity, to inſtrutt the in- 
habitants of a popfilous City, and to ad- 
viſe the Biſhop upon all occaſions : than 
that ten little Country Villages ſhould be 
ſupplicd by the conſtant perſonal atten- 
dance of the Incumbents of their Churches. 

For- 
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Formerly therefore, no doubt was made 
that they were more \tritly obliged to 
attend the ſervice of the Cathedral, than 
any Incumbents were to atrend the cure 
of Parochial Churches : infomuch as when 
they had fo far relaxed the obligation of 
their duty in the tenth Age, as to pretend 
to execute it ſometimes by Subſtitutes or 
Curates, the Kings and great Perſons of 
England would not endure it : which the 
Monks taking advantage of in the time 
of King Edgar , ſupplanted the Secular 
Canons, and cauſed them to be ejected 
out of many Cathedral and Collegiate 
Churches. The crime alledged by Edgar 
and the Monks againſt them, as a reaton 
of their ejc&ion , was that they did not 
execute their duty perſonally, but per vi- 
carios. For ſome time aſter this, it was 
thought the inditpentable duty of all Pre- 
bendaries to give conſtant attendance upon 
the Cathedral Church, cither per ſe or per 
alium ; which obligation continued very 
long in the Church of Eug/and; infomuch 
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as trequenr examples can be given of Cc- vid. Rgi- 
adjutors aſligned to Prebendaries, when # ** 


by old age, ſickneſs, or any infirmity they 
were dilabled trom perſonal attendance 
upon the ſervice of the Church to which 
they belonged. Which cuſtom continued 
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at leaſt until rhe year 1300. All the 
abovementioned Canons , Conſlitutions , 
and jus commune of the Church, concern- 
ing the Reſidence of Biſhops and Arch- 
deacons, remain till in their full force. 
(The Caſe of Prebendaries is altred, by par- 
ticular Local Statutcs, and by later Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Conſtitutions.) And to the refi- 
dence of Archdeacons and Prebendaries a 
new obligation is added by the Statute 
21 H. $. concerning Reſidence , which 
includes every ſpiritual perſon promoted to 
any Archdeaconry, Deanery or Dignity in 
any Monaſtery or Cathedral, or other Church 
Conventual or Collegiate, as well as Beneficed 
with any Parſonage or Vicarage. 

To maniteſt yet more fully, that it was 
never the deſign of the Church, in the 
firſt inſtitution of Parochial Cures, that 
they ſhould in all caſes be ſuppli?d by 


the Incumbent in perſon, I will add this 


obſervation, That trom the firlt beginning | 


of Parcchial cures, Deacons were admut- 
red to poſſeſs them, altho jt were notori- 
ous that they could not execute the Office 
perſonally, ſince they could neither abſolve 
penitents, nor celebrate the Sacrament of 
the Euchariſt. For if we look upon4he! 
ancient Church of France (by the example! 
of which we have often obſerved the mo- 

del 
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del of our Church to have been framed) 


there Presbyters and Deacons were alike copiratar- 
capable of enjoying Benefices. So the tenth; T-1-P-154 
Canon of the French National Council,held 
by Boniface the Popes Legate in the year 
744. Quando Presbyteri vel Diaconi per 
Parochias con(tituuntur, oportet eos Epiſcopo 
ſuo profeſſionem facere ; and in the Capitu- 
lars it is decreed, That a Prieft or Deacon y 4 «.,q, 
who forſakes his Church, and takes another, lbid p.932- 
ſhall be depoſed. It we enquire particu- 
larly into the cuſtom of the Church of 
England in this matter , there the ſame 
practice did obrain ; infomuch as that it 
was ordered in the Council of Weſtminſter, Con. Angt. 
in the. year 1126, Cas. 8. that none 1:2 P 34 
ſhould be ordained Prieff or Deacon, but 
to ſome Title either of Benefice or Pre- 
bend. Nullus in Presbyterum ſeu Diaconum, 
miſt ad certum titulum ordinetur., Indeed 
John Peckham Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 15. p.328. 
in the Council held at Lambeth inthe year 
1280. decreed, That al Rettors of Churches 
having cure of Souls, ſhould cauſe themſelves 
to be promoted to the Order of Prieſthood 
within a year ; and that for the future none 
ſhould be admitted to the cure of Souls, niſi 
promotus ad Saccrdotium, but a Prieff, 


' upon paip of Deprivation. However it is 


maniteſt, that this Conſtitution never did 
ob» 
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obtain in the Church. For Deacons were 
all along allowed to poſſeſs Benefices, un- 
til the late A of 7niformity ; being only 
obliged to receive the Order of Prieſthood, 
when their Age wouid permit, and the 
Biſhop ſhould require it. 

To the ſame purpoſe it may be obſer- 
ved, That it was always allowed to Prin- 
ces and Great Perſons, to retain Chaplains 
in their Service, and in their Family, who 
might poſſeſs Benefices conterred on them 
by their Patrons, and conſequently muſt 
ſupply the cure of them by Subſtitutes. 
The Order of Domeſtick Chaplains in the 
Families and- Retinues of Great Men 1s 
neither any innovation, nor corruption in 
the Church, as ſome would fancy. For 
the Capitular of Xarloman, made in a full 
Synod in the year 742. diretts, Cap. 2. 
That every Governour ſhould have a Prieft 
with him : nuſquiſque Prefettus unum 
Presbyterum ſecum habeat. And in the firit 
Capitular of Charles the Great, made 1n 
the year 802. it is ordered Cap. 21. That 
the Prieſts and other Clergymen hving in 
the ſervice of the Counts, ſhould be fub- 
jet to the Biſhop according to the Canons. 
Presbyteros ac ceteros Canonicos, quos Co- 
mites ſuis in miniſteris babent, omnino eos 
Epiſcopu ſuis ſubjettos exhibeant, ut cano- 
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wica inſlitutio jubet. In England, in the 
Saxon times, Plegmund, Ethelnoth and Edf 
were promoted trom Domeſtick Chaplains 
of the King to the Archbiſhoprick of Can- 
terbury , and Stigand from Domeſtick 
Chaplain of Count Farold to the Biſhop- 
rick of the Faft- Angles. In Wales the 
ſame praftice was received carly. For in 
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the Laws of ZZowel Dba made in the year Lex 3. 


940. it is provided, that in the progreſſes 
of the King and his Court, lodgings tor the 
Chaplain and Clerks of the King ſhall be 
taken up at the houſe of the Parifh-Prieſt ; 
and fo alfo for the Chaplain of the Queen. 
In truth, it men would judge without 
prejudice, 1t muſt be acknowledged, That 
it is more for the intereſt of the Church 
and of Religion in general , that men of 
eminent learning and prudence ſhould at- 
tend in the Gourts of Princes and Noble- 
men, to admoniſh, inſtru, and adviſe 
them, their relations and dependants, in 
matters of Religion and publick concern ; 
than that the ſame perſons ſhould be 
obliged to attend perſonally upon the in- 
ſtruction of a few ruſticks; who may 
learn as much as they are capable of, from 
the meaneſt Curate, As for Archbiſhops 
and Biſhops, Chaplains are yet more ne- 
celſſary to them, to be ſubſervient to them 

in 
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T. 1.9.409- 


OO OO ——_— —_— ——_— 


—_— > . 


140 


A Defence of Pluralities. 


in the government of the Church. And 
this the Commons of England were fo 
ſenſible of, that in the Petition made in 
Parliament 2 Z. 4. againſt Pluralities and 
Non-reſidence, they excepted the Chap- 
lains of Archbiſhops and Biſhops, as was 
before faid. And for the Kings of our 
Nation, their deſign in the munificent en- 
dowment of Churches, was as well to 
provide fit rewards for able perſons em- 
ployed in their own ſervice, as to provide 
perſons for the ſervice of thoſe Churches. 
Formerly therefore, while the Laity were 
either wholly unletrered , or given to a 
Military life, the King made uſe of the 
Service of Clergymen 1n all the Offices of 
the Chancery, Privy-Seal, Secretary, in 
all Courts of Juſtice, and in Embaſſies : 
And it Clergymen had not then been 
permitted to ſerve the King herein, none 
of theſe Offices could have been duly exe- 
cuted. The ſervice of thete Clergymen 
the King rewarded with Benefices and 
Eccleſiaſtical Preterments ; and for the re- 
ward of the Maſters and Clerks in Chan- 
cery, fixed many Advowſons in the gift 
of the Lord Chancellour or Keeper for the 
time being ; which ſtill continue, altho the 
reaſon of it hath long ſince ceaſed. 


To 
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To return to the Hiſtory of Pluralities, 
aſter the power of diſpenſing with them 
was taken from the Biſhops, and fixed 
wholly in the Pope by the Lateran Coun» 
cil : no turther care or decency was ob- 
ſerved therein, but within 60 years they 
grew ſo enormous, as not to be defended, 
Tais the Mendicant Friers, who in the 
intermediate time aroſe and multiplied, 
made great uſe of in their exclamations 
againſt the Secular Clergy , and by it 
made «them odious. One of this Order, 
Jobn Peckham being promoted to the 
Archbiſhoprick of Canterbury, applied 
himſelt with great zeal to overthrow 
theſe Pluralities. For which end he made 


a Canon in the Council of Reading in the cone. Ane!: 
year 1279. that all Benefices, held by one T. 2.Þ.32% 


Clergyman without a Papal Diſpenſation, 
ſhould be void except the laſt: and that 
all Clergymen who ſhould hereafter re- 
ceive more Bencfices than one, without a 
Papal Diſpenſation, Seu titulo inſtitutionis, 
ſeu commendationy, ſeu cuſtodie, ſhould be 
ipſo faflo deprived of all, and incur the 
ſentence of Excommunication. Afterwards 
in the heat of oppoſition, he proceeded fo 
far, as to inveigh againſt all Plurality of 
Benefices as a mortal ſin; and in the 


Council of Lambeth in the year 121. af+ 16. p.346. 


ter 
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ter a long inveQtion againſt the fin of 
Plurality , admonifhed primd, ſecundo & 
rertio omnes hujuſmodi pluralitatem damna- 
biliter occupantes, that they ſhould within 
ſix months, freely and abſolutely reſign 
all their Benefices, except one, into the 
hands of rheir Dioceſan. For diſobedi- 
ence to this injunction or admonition, he 
refuſed to confirm John de la More elected | 
to the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter, and Fobn | | 
de Kirkby eleted to the Biſhoprick of | 
Rocheſter ; and notwithſtanding all ap- 
peals and oppoſition , annulled their E- | | 
lections , ob crimen pluralitatis ; and cau- | | 
ſed the one to renounce the right of his 
Ele&ion , and the other to be rejected | f 
in the Court of Rome, to which he had 
appealed. The principle indeed, upon | i 
which he did proceed, was falfe ; but the 
enormity of Pluralities was at thar rime | { 
fo great, that it became rhe care of an| v 
Archbiſhop to oppoſe and reform it. I 
will produce the example of a fcore of| t) 
Pluraliſts, who all died while he fat Arch- 
biſhop ; that from thence it may be} tl 
judged, how different the cafe then was, 
from that which now obtains in the Church | tt 
of England. 
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Bogo de Clare held thirteen Benefices F* Riet 
with cure of Souls in the Province of Cam chellef 34 - 
terbury, beſide ſeveral Prebends : But all © P4t-2% 
this was inconſiderable to what he held ;; London. 
in the Province of Tork ; in which his 
Spiritual Preferments did , according to 
the tax of thoſe times, amount to the 
yearly value of 1980 Marks ; as ap- 
pears by a Certificate of the Archbiſhop 
of Tork, in the Regiſter of the Church of 
Tork, 

Galfridus Haſpal died poſleſſcd of fifteen 


Benefices in the Province of Canter- 


Radulphus Fremingham held nine Bene- 
fices in the ſame Province. 

Malcolmus de Flarle held five Benefices 
in the ſame Province. 

Hemricus Sampſon held fix Benefices in 
ſo many ſeveral Dioceffes of the fame Pro- 
vince. 

Adam de Stratton died poſleſled of twen- 
ty three Benefices in the fame Province. 

Adam de Walton held ſeven Benefices in 
the ſame Province. 

Petrus de Wynch held cight Benefices in 
the fame Province. 

Adam Pain died poſſeſſed of fourteen 
Benefices in the fame Province. 
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Hugo de la Penne held ſeven Benefices | | 
in the {laine Province. | 
Willelmus Brumtos died poſſe{icd of ten | | 
Bencfices in the fame Province. 
Rogerus de la Ley held ſeven Benefices |} ( 

in the fame Province, beſide ſeveral Arch- | | 
deaconrics and Prebends. ' 
Rogerus Barret held ſix Benefices in the | | 
ſame Province. l 
Willelmus de Monteforti held eight Be» | « 
nefices in the fame Province. | 
Robertus de Drayton held ſeven Benefi- | 5 
cs in the lame Province. it 
Willelmus de Percy held eight Benefices | 1 

in both Provinces. n 
Hugo de Creſſingham held nine Benes | h 


fices. g 
Ricardus de Fengham held fourteen Be- | p 
nefices. b, 


Fohannes Clare! held fifteen Bencfices. ni 

Hugo de Clos held fourteen Benefices. by 

By the vigorous oppoſition made to | th 

theic extravagant Pluralities by Archbi- | tj; 

{ſhop Peckham, ſome Reformation ſeems to | de 

have been made. For when Pope ©r-} ha 

Cnc. Ang! ban V. 1n a Bull dated 1365. May 5. atter| oy 
T.2-4.642- a long inveRion againſt Pluralities, com» | w| 
manded the names of all the Pluraliſts in} 1 
England to be tranſmitted to him (not| tie 

that he incended to reform the —_— m 

y 
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only to ſqueeze money from them) the 
Plurality of thoſe times was found to con- 
fiſt, not ſo much in Benefices with cure 
of Souls, as in Prebends ot Cathedral and 
Collegiate Churches, of which there was 
then a far greater number than remains 
now in England, Yet the Pope in his 
Bull makes no difference between Plurali- 
ty of Spiritual Promotions with or with- 
out cure of Souls, but raxeth both alike. 
| have ſeen the return made to the Pope, 
of all the Pluraliſts reſiding at that time 
in or about London ; wherein (it my me» 
mory fails me not) I oblerved no great 
number of Benefices with cure of Souls 
held by one man ; but many examples of 
great number of Prebends held by one 
perſon, Among whom is Wiltiam de Wick- 
bam, who held thirteen Prebends and Dig- 
nities in ſo many ſeveral Churches, and 
but one Benefice with cure of Souls, in 
the Province of Canterbury. For by this 
time almoſt all the Prebends and Arch- 
deaconries of England, were got into the 
hands of Canomiſts, who quickly tound 
out ſubtle diſtintions, quirks and devices, 
whereby to evade the obligation of per- 
ſonal conſtant reſidence upon their Digni- 
ties, As for Benefices with cure of Souls, 
more were then held by ſeveral men, than 
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1s now allowed"in the Church of England. | \ 
Whether Pluralities continued in the fame | * 
ſlate till the Reformation ; whether in the | 
intermediate time they increaſed or de- | 
creaſed , | cannot certainly affirm ; but | k 
ſuppoſe it not unlikely, that as the cor- | 
ruptions of the Court of Kome granting | L 
Diſpenſations grew daily more exorbitant, | * 
ſo leſs ſhame or modeſty was obſerved by | P: 
her, in giving enormous Diſpenfations of | 
this kind ; and juſt before the Reforma» | a! 
tion, flouriſhed in England a more mon- | © 
ſtrous Pluraliſt, than was ever known be- | ih 
fore, that is, Cardinal Wolſey , who with | 2 
the Archbiſhoprick of Tork , held twoſ © 
Biſhopricks and the beſt Abbey of Eg-| *t 
land. Ba 
In the beginning of the Reformation in| Ju 
England, the Papal Power being aboliſhed| th 
by Att of Parhament ; it was found ne- Te 
cellary to inveſt the power of granting] 9% 
Diſpenſation of Plurality in ſome perſon,| 90 
For this purpole the Statute 21 FH. 8. was of 
made, which reſtored to the Prelates of fit 
the Church their original power of diſper- 
ſing herein, long fince taken from them 
by Papal uſurpation ; only reſtored it not 
to every Ordinary to be executed in hi 
own Diocels, as was formerly ; but fixed 
is wholly in the Archbiſhop of the P 
vince 
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vince, In this AR, the 29th Canon of 
the fourth Lateran Council is confirmed 
ia relation to Benefices with cure of Souls ; 
viz. That it ſuch a ſecond Benefice be ta- 
ken without Diſpenlation, it ſhall void the 
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firſt. Then the power and manner of - 


Diſpenfation is declared and appointed ; 
and the perſons named who ſhall be ca- 
pable of receiving ſuch a Diſpenſaticn : 
that is, all Chaplains of the King, Queen 
and Royal Family ; cight Chaplains of 
every Archbiſhop, ſix of a Duke or Bi- 
ſhop, five of a Marqueſs or Earl, four of 
a Vicount, three of a Baron, Lord Chan- 
cellour and Knight of the Garter, two 
of a Dutcheſs, Marchionels, Counteſs or 
Baroneſs being Widows ; one of the Chiet 
Juſtice of the Kings Bench, and Warden of 
the C inque-ports : all Brothers and Sons of 
Temporal Lords and Knights ; all! DoQtors 
aud Batchclors of Divinity or, of the Ca- 
non Law, who ſhall be admitted to any 
of thoſe Degrees by either of the Univer- 
ſities. Theſe are the only perſons ca- 
pable of receiving Diſpenlation, but as yer 
they have no right to claim it : that is to 
be acquired by their particular merir, of 
which the Archbiſhop is made the fole 
Judge. After all, no more than two Be- 
nefices are allowed to be diſpenſed with, 
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except only in one caſe; that is, when any 
of the Kings Chaplains are ſworn of the 
Kings Council ; ſuch being made capable 
of receiving a Diſpenſation tor three Be- 
nefices ; a caſe which perhaps never hap- 
pened to any except Dr. Wotton : and | 
am not aflured whether he took the ad 
vantage of it. As for S:cretary Boxall 
and ſome others in Queen Mary's time, 
when the Popes diſpenſing power was 
revived, they are not to be accounted 
for. 

When ſuch a Diſpenſation 1s, 1n virtue 
of this Aa, granted to any one, both the 
Grant it felt and tic Cinons of the Church 
limir the uſe of it ; that fo neither of the 
Benefices therein perſonally united, may 
receive any detriment, either in ſpiritual 
or mixt matters. The qith Canon of 
the Synod huld at London in the year 
1603. directs, That »o Diſpenſation for 
keeping more Benefices with cure than one, 
ſhall be granted to any, but ſuch only « 
ſhall be thought very well worthy for bis 
learning, and wery well able and ſufficient 
to diſcharge his duty, &c. Provided always, 
that he be by a good and ſufficient caution 
bound, to make his perſonal Refidence in each 
bis ſaid Benefices, for ſome reaſonable time 
in every year ; and that the ſaid Benefices be 

no 
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no more than 30 miles diſtant aſunder ; and 
laltly, that he have wnder him, in the Be- 
nefice where he doth not refide, a Preacher 
lawfully allowed, that is able ſufficiently to 
teach and inſtrutt the people. The torm 
of the Diſpenſation, which hath been al- 
ways uſed fince the Reformation, begins 
with a ſuppoſal of the great merits ot 
the perſon to whom it is granted, and at- 
terwards adds theſe Conditions. Provi- 
ded alway , that in each of the aforeſaid 
Churches, as well that from which you ſhall 
be abſent for the greater part, as the other, 
in which you ſhall make perpetual and per- 
ſonal refidence, you preach thirteen Sermons 
every year , according to the Conſtitutions 
of the Church of Eng\and in that caſe ſet 
forth, and thergin bandle the holy Word of 
God ſincerely, religiouſly and reverently : 
and that in the ſame Benefice from which 
you ſhall be chiefly abſent, you keep heſpita- 
lity for two months every year, and in that 
time entertain and relieve the inhabitants 
of the ſame Pariſh, eſpecially the poor and 
needy, in proportion to the profits and reve- 
mes of the Benefice. Provided alſo always, 
that the cure of that Church from which you 
ſhall be chiefly abſent, be in the mean time 
well ſupplied in all things by ſome fit Mi- 
wſter, able to explain yo. interpret the Prin- 
L 3 ciples 
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ciples of the Chriſtian Religion, and to preach 
the Word of God to the people, if the reve- 
nues of the ſaid Church can coveniently 
maintain ſuch a Curate ; and that a com- 
petent and ſufficient Salary, to be limited 
and appointed by the Biſhop of that place 
according to hu diſcretion, or by us or our 
Succeſſours, in caſe the Dioceſan Biſhop ſhall 
not do bs duty herein, be given and paid 
bora fide to the ſaid Curate. Herein it 15 
to be obſerved, That altho no more than 
two months Reſidence, upon the Benefice 
le(s trequented, be expreſſed, yet thirteen 
Sermons are injoyned to be preached 
yearly at it; which being not ordinarily 
to be pertormed in diſtant Parithes (as tor 
contiguous Pariſhes the Pluraliſt may rc- 
ſide conſtantly upon both in an Eccleſia- 
ſtical ſenſe) without the reſidence of as 
many weeks, I have for that reaſon often 
ſaid in this Dilcourſe, that a Plurahit s 
bound to reſide three months in every year 
upon that Benefice which he lets trequent- 
etl. 


I have now finiſhed the Hiſtory of Ps 
rochial Foundations and Pluralitics in thi 
Nation ; and now dare to appeal to t 
judgment of the Reader , whether the 
granting of ſuch Pluralities, as are nos 
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allowed, be againſt the firſt deſign of the 
foundation and endowment of Parochial 
Churches. I fear the ſame judgment will 
not be paſſed concerning ſome other Caſes, 
which have been incidentally mentioned ; 
as, of the Reſidence of Biſhops ar their Ca- 
thedral Churches, which for the greater 
good of their Dioceſſes, the Councl of 
London held under Archbiſhop L anfranc 
commanded to be tranſlated to the princi- 
pal Cities of their Dioceſles ; of the obli- 
gation of Prebendarics and Archdeacons 
to conſtant Reſidence ; of the incompati- 
bility of two ſuch Dignitics ; of the un- 
lawtulneſs of holding Commendams in ano- 
ther Dioceſs, or being tranſlated from one 
Dioceſs to another. All theſe caſes were 
manifeſted to be conſonant to the firſt de- 
ſign of the Foundation and Endowments 
ot Cathedral Churches ; yet contrary pra- 
ices are introduced, and no exclamation 
made againſt them. Other like caſes 


' 
cn | 


.| might be named ; as, that formerly Cler- ;,,,, i 


gymen , if they had proper poſſeſſions Tiſten.cap. 


lufficient to maintain them, ſhould receive 
no allowance from the Church ; that they 


,| were bound to ſpend all in hoſpitality and 


alms, or bequeath what remained to the 


| Church , whence they got their money 
j| or poſſeſſions. Many ot theſe old cuſtoms 
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may be agrecable to the firſt deſign of the 
endowment of the Church ; yet not ne- 
ceſſary, and ſome of them not fit to be 
continued, If any of them do deſerve 
to be revived ; they are ſuch as may 
be effeted by the old Laws ſtill in 
lorce ; and want no new Laws, but only 
the pleaſure of Superivurs, to put them 1n 
EXECUTION, 

But ſuppoſing Plurality to have been 
againſt the firſt defign of Parochial infl1- 
rution and endow ment ; what wonder is 
It, that Eccleſiaſtical Ordinances of hu- 
inane inſtitution, ſhould in the compals 
of 1100 years change and deviate from 
their fiſt deſign ; v hen Civil Ordinances 
do fo often change, and therewith ſome- 
times force a change of Eccleſiaſtical Con- 
ſtirutions, as muſt neceſſarily happen 1n all 
mixt calecs. Ir is notorious, that in the 
firſt deſign of Parochial Cures, no Quare 
impedit could be brought agaioſt a Bi- 
ſhop; that formerly the perſons and goods 
of Clergymen were not ſubj-& to the ju- 
rildiftion or cognifance of Laymen; that 
all Eſtates and Poſleſſions granted by the 
Crown to Laymen were in conſideration 
of Military or other Scrvice to be paid 
by them ; that no Taxcs could be unpc- 
led on the Clergy but by themlſclves in 

Con- 
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> | Convocation ; that all Tithes were given, 
. | and appropriations of them made for the 
» | maintenance of Clergymen , or at leaſt 
» | for religious uſes; that no place was ex- 
/; | cmpted from the Juriſdiction of the Or- 
1 | dinary by the firſt inſtitution (which re- 
y mained intire till the end of the eleventh 
n | Age) that the direCtion of the Kings Con- 
ſcience in deciding Matters of Equity, 
n | that is, the execution of the Office of 
j- | Chancellour , belonged wholly to the 
is | Clergy. Inall theſe and many other ca- 
+ | tes, which might be produced, the firſt 
| deſign is wholly changed; and yet no 
m | ſuch vehement accuſation is brought againſt 
es | the innovations. Perhaps ſome of theſe 
& | old Inſtitutions may , by the change of 
n- | circumſtances of times, deſerve to have 
zl} been changed ; and the change to be con- 
het tinued. For altho it be in magy things a 
re good rule to reduce matters to their firſt 
3i-F inſtitution, yet it is not always fo. In 
ds the firſt Inſtitution all things were adapted 
ju- to ſuch circumſtances of other things as 
at] then obtained ; and if in length of time 
hel the latter change, reaſon will direct the 
on} former to be changed with them. But it 
aid} 1s enough to ſhew that derivation from 
>0-| the firſt deſign is not always _—_— 
in a 
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and that the charge of it lyeth equally 
againſt many other caſes, which yet are 
not blamed. I need not add any more 
concerning this head ; ſince I have ſhew- 
ed, that the permiſſion of Pluralities is not 


contrary to the firſt deſign of the diviſion 
and endowment of Parithes. 


I er EB—I—RE_S — CO —  — 


CHAP. 


A Defence of Pluralities. 155 


CH AP. IIL. 


T remains in the third place to be ma- 
nifeſted, That the uſe of Pluralities, 

as now praQiſed, is not inconvenient to 
the Church. Theſe inconveniencies as 
they are urged and exaggerated by the 
oppugners of Pluralities ( more particu- 
larly by a worthy Gentleman, who calls 
himſelt the The Parſons Counſelor , and p.1.c. 4 
by an eminent Author , whole Charatter & 7: 
and Worth I reverence too much to name 
him in this place) may be reduced to 
theſe four heads : Negle& of the Cure of 
Souls ; Dilapidations ; Diſuſe of Hoſpita- 
lity and Alms; and Scandal. 


For the firſt, it is affirmed, That Plu- 74. goras 
ralities are prejudicial to the advancement of the lat- 
of Chriſtian Religion ; that there are ma- _— 
ny Pluraliſts in England , that hardly ſee ded in un- 
either of their Livings in a Tear ; that 
almoft all the greateit and beft Livings 
in the Kingdom are now held by Plura- 
liſts, and ſerved by mean Curates ; that 


hereby many poor Souls are neglefted in 


dan- 
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danger to periſh ; that in many places two 
great Pariſhes are left to the care of two 
Boys, that came but the other day from 
School, and perhaps fitter to be there ſtill ; 
while the Shepherd that takes the fleece, 
either feaſts it out in by Lords family, or 
takes hu eaſe upon a Prebend or Deane- 
ry : That it 1s no other than [ Hiring 
out the Sacred Truft to pitiful Mercena- 
ries at the cheapeit rate; that it w a thing 
of high ſcandal for one to receive the 
Fees, and commit the Work to the care of 
ſome inferiour or raw Prattitioner ; ] that 
no Clergyman can with conſcience expett his 
dues from his Pariſhioners, that doth not 
perform his duty in the firſt place. 


For the ({ccond , it is alledged , That 
Non-reſidence and Dilapidations for the moſt 
part go hand in hand; that you ſhall ſel- 
dom ſee a Non-refident, but he u alſo a Di 
lapidator. 


For the third, it is pretended, That 
one end of the Law of Reſidence 21 H. 8. 
was to maintain Hoſpitality ; that every 
Clergyman ought to remember, that the 
poor have a ſhare in the Tithes with him. 
For which purpoſe the Decree of Pope 
Sylveſter concerning the quadripartite , 

a 
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and of King Alfred concerning the tri- 
partite diviſion of the Goods of the 
Church are produced. That generally 
the beſt Livings of the Kingdom are ſer- 
ved with poor Curates, and no Hoſpitali- 
ty kepr. 


In the laſt place, it is urged, That 

[ thoſe who are guilty of ſuch diſorder , 
have much to anſwer for the reproach they 
have brought on thu ;Church, and on the 
Sacred Funtlion by their ill prattiſes ; 
that theſe are things of ſo crying a na- 
ture, that no wonder if the Wrath of God 
be ready to break out upon us : that theſe 
are abuſes, that even the Church of Rome, 
after all her impudence us aſhamed of; and 
are at this day generally diſcountenanced 
all France over : that it us an inexcuſable 
fault , and a ſcandal that may juſtly make 
us bluſh : that all the honeſt Prelates at 
the Council of Trent ] the greater and 
better number of the Prelates and Fathers 
in that Council , endeavoured to ſuppreſs 
it : that rhe Pope formerly gave frequent 
Diſpenſations to take Plaralities without 
number or meaſure ; and that thereby in 
thu Kingdom many Biſhopricks, Abbies , 
Priories, Kc. were enjoyed ( viz. the pet 
's 
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fits of them ) by Foreigners , who never 
ſaw them, or took any care of their du- 
ties ; that it is not much better now : 
nay, that the grievance us wow become as 
great as ever, and deſerves a new and 
ftritter Reformation : that we are now tn a 
far worſe condition than before the making 
this Att (21 H. 8.) for that Diſpenſations 
from Rome were coſtly, came ſlowly, being 
far to fetch : that there is ten Diſpenſations 
for Pluralities now, for one then ; and few 
of thoſe diſpenſed with were Now-reftdent 
upon both Livings as now they be : that ir 
is ſcandalous tor Clergymen to appear 
worldly minded or greedy of riches, Sc. 


In theſe Objefions the Author firſt 
mentioned hath afhirmed many things, 
which arc downright talſe; in other things 
hath betrayed a groſs 1gnorance. The 
other Author is a perſon of roo great 
worth and learning, to be guilty either of 
fraud or ignorance; but only hath ſuffered 
timſelt ro be herein tranſported, with too 
much heat and zeal, before he well con- 
ſidered the Cale. So that whereſoever in 
the following Anſwers I ſhall charge fraud 
or ignorance upon the Objetions, I deſire 
it may be referred to the firſt Objeftor 
only. For 
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For a general Anſwer to theſe Obje- 
tions, it may be obſerved, that neither 
a negle& of the Cure of Souls, of Cha» 
rity and Hoſpitality , nor Dilapidations, 
nor the Scandal conſequent to any of 
theſe faults, arc a neceſſary conſequence 
of Plurality. If no Clergymen poſlef 
ſing one Benefice were Non-reſident, and 
in that ſenſe negleRed the cure of Souls ; 
if none of them were guilty of Dilapi- 
dations, Inhoſpitality, &c. and upon that 
account ſcandalous : or if all Pluraliſts 
were guilty of theſe . diſorders ; then all 
ſuch faults might be juſtly charged up- 
on Plurality. But it many Clergymen 
polleſſing but one Benefice, are Non-re- 
dent, uncharitable and dilapidators ; and 
if many Pluraliſts do reſide at one Li- 
ving for the greater part, and at the 0- 
ther for ſome conſiderable part of the 
year ; and do neither dilapidate , nor 

lect alms or hoſpitality ; it muſt be 
acknowledged, that ſuch faults are not 
the neceſſary conſequences of Plurality , 
but of the vicious and depraved nature 
of ſome men, which would continue 
and exert it ſelf, as well in the poſſe(- 
ſion of one Benefice , as of two : m4 
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bad man will be ſo, whether he liveth at 
London or at Tork, or at both places. 
Such therefore are meerly perſonal taults, 
and cannot without fraud be charged upon 
Plurality. 


For a particular Anſwer to the firſt 


ObjeQion , I affirm, That the Cure of 


Souls is not neglected by Plurality. For 
in all caſes of Plurality, the Pluraliſt ci- 
ther perſonally ſupplies the cure of both 
Livings, and in an Eccleſiaſtical ſenſe re- 
ſiderh upon both, being {o near to either 
as to be perſonally converſant among 
them, and always at hand to fatisfie 
extraordinary occaſions; or it the grea- 
ter diſtance of the Livings will not per: 
mit this, one of them is ſupplied by a 
Curate. It he be Non- reſident from 
both, that is a caſe for which | am no 
more obliged to anſwer, than ſuch are, 
who poſletling but one Benefice reſide not 
at it. And of this fort there are a much 
greater number, than ot thoſe who pot- 
leſſing two Benefices, refide at neither. 
Where two Benefices not contiguous are 
poſſeſt by one man, we acknowledge 
that one of them muſt be ſupplied by 
a Curate ; and that to ſupply a Benefice 
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by a Curate is not unlawful, was before 
largely proved. Beſides the Pluraliſt him- 
felt is obliged to reſide at that Benefice, 
which he leſs frequenteth, at leaſt three 
months every year ; and it he doth nct 
pertorm this obligation, his Superiour 1s 
to be blamed, who permits it. All this 
while, it muſt be remembred, that I ac- 
count not for ſuch cafes, where the In- 
cumbent is abſolutely Non-refident , ei- 
ther for his health, or becauſe he is em- 
ployed by the King, or in any publick 
Scation, or hveth in the Family of his 
Lord, or attendeth the Service of the 
Church , in general by proſecuting his 
ſtudies elſewhere, or the ſervice of any 
Cathedral of which he is a member. All 
theſe Caſes are incident as well ro Una- 
liſts as Pluraliſts, and more trequent in 
them ; fo that it concerns the one as well 
as the other to detend them ; it being 
unreaſonable that the Pluraliſt ſhould be 
obliged alone to detend the fault com- 
mon to both, it it be indeed a faulr. 
This Caution will throw oft all thoſe Ex- 
clamations againſt Pluraliſts, of neglect- 
ing poor fouls ; of ſerving the beſt Li- 
vings by mean Curates; of the Shep- 
herds taking the Fleece , and feaſting it 
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out elſewhere; of hiring our the Sacred 
Truſt to Mercenaries ; oft committing it 
ro raw Praftitioners, to Boys, Ge. For 
all this let them anſwer , who ſupply 
their one Benefice by a Curate; and 
what they ſhall alledge for themſelves, 
a Pluralift may much better apply ro 
his Caſe, who reſides nine months ar 
one Living, and three at the other, as 
the Canon requireth. But yet, not to 
diſmiſs the ObjeQtors thus ; why muſt all 
Curates be eſteemed pitiful Mercenaries ? 
If becauſe they ſupply the Cure for a 
certain ſum of money ; that name may 
be as well fixxd upon all Incumbents 
themſelves, who receive Titles to be 
converted into money ; but eſpecially up 
on all the Clergy of the City of Low 
don, whoſe Stipends are fixed by A@ of 
Parliament, and paid 11a money. The 
way of making Curates odious, by fix- 
ing ſuch a name upon them , may pals 
with unthinking men ; but by the ſame 
reaſon, the Enemies of the Church may 
call all Cler «n, and even the Bb 
ſhops themſelves, Mercenaries. Further, 
why muſt all Curates be accounted piti- 
fu! Mercenaries , Boys, fitter to be kept 
fill at School, and raw Praftitioners > Ma- 
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A Defente of Phwalities. 
perſons now of t rank and cha- 
A. in the ds, tas been Cu- 
rates ; nay far the greater part of the 
preſent Incumbents were once Curates ; 
and of the preſent Curates, many are 
perſons of great worth and learning, moſt 
of them very well fitted to diret and in- 
ſiru& ſuch Country-Pariſhes, as are com- 
mitted to their care: And if all be not 
ſuch, it is not the fault of the Pluraliſt, 
but of the Biſhop who ordains them, or 
allows them. Not a few of them are 
older and betrer Pradtitioners than the 
Incumbent himſelf ; and then, inſtead of 
an high Scandal, it is an high benefit to 
the Church, tor one to receive the Fees 
and another to ſupply the Cure. If it 
be asked , with what conſcience in that 
cafe the Incumbent can reccive the pro- 
firs; it may be as well asked, with what 
conſcterice a Landlord can receive rent 
from any husbandman , who bears the 
whole labour and charge of tilling the 
ound ; or with what conſcience a Bi- 
op can receive the profirs of his Bj- 
ſhoprick , who committeth the exerciſe 
of almoft all his Jurifdiftion to Lay-Chan- 
cellours and Officials ; or with what con- 
feience an Incumbent can receive the pro- 
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fits of his Chappels of eaſe, which are 
neceſſarily ſerved by Curates ; or with 
what concience cither B.ſhop or Layman 
can receive the profits of an Impropria- 
tion, which were originally given for the 
dilcharge of the cure cf that Church. 
I do not hereby mlinua:c, that any ct 
theſe caſes are unlawlul ; but maintain, 
that it it be unlawtul for an Incumbent 
to receive the profits, becauſe the Cure 
is diſcharged by another , it will be dib 
ficult ro vetend thee and fuch other ca» 
ſes, 

As for tlic charge of hirizg out this Sa- 
cred Truft to Mercenaries at the cheape#t 
rate : lam forry to ſee a miſlake of that 
nature. The allowance generally made to 
Curatcs is very large and plentitul ; and 
if it be not fo, it is the fault of the Bi- 
ſhop, in whoſe power it is to fix the St 
pend. And for cxpeGting dues from Pa- 
riſhioners without pertormung perſonal du- 
ty, a Parſons Counſellour ought to know, 
that theſe dues are not the gift of the 
preſent Pariſhioners, but of the ancient 
Princes and Great Mcn of our Nation ; 
and are held by as good a Title as any 
Lands or Eſlates 1n Exg/and, which all 
proceeded from the gitt of the Crowa at 
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ſometime or other. If it be (31d, that the 
former were given for perſonal Sacred 
Service : fo were the latter given for per- 
tonal Military Service, which yet hath 
long ſince ceaſed 10 be paid: But aftes 
all, it is the effett of pure ignorance to 
imagine , tht the endowments of the 
Clergy, were given for the perſonal per- 
formance only of Sacred Service by the 
proper Incumbents at thoſe particular pla- 
ces, where the endowrnents are made ; as 
was above ſufficiently proved in the hiſto- 
rical part of this Treatiſe. 

Laſtly, That a/moff all the greatef? and 
beft Livings of England are now held by 
Plarakiſts "Gobs hardly ſee either of their 
Livings in a year) and ſerved by mean 


Curates ; 15 no better than a calumny. 


To tlie ſecond Article, touching Dila- 
pidations, I only anſwer, That Ditapida- 
tion is no more incident to a Pluraliſt, 
than to an Unahiſt ; and for this I appeal 
to Experience , as well as the ObjeQtor : 
and add, that where ever it 1s found, 
it is the fault of the Biſhop and Arch» 
deacon, if it be not corrected and a- 
mended. 
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The third Objeftion is drawn from the 
neglet of Alms and Hoſpitality ; and to 
this the former Anſwer might ſuffice , 
Thar Pluraliſts are no more guilty of this 
negle&, than Unaliſts, But becauſe the 
ObjeRion is popular , I will conſider it 
ſomewhat further. It is ſaid, that the 
| are obliged by the deſign of the 
At 21 H.8$. to maintain Hoſpitality : 
ſo were the Laity poſſeſſing the Lands of 
diſſolved Abbics, not only by the deſign, 
but by the expreſs words of the AQ 
31 #7. 8. yer no ſuch thing was ever 
gone by them, nor required of them. It 
1s added, that the Decree of Pope Sylve- 


fter direteth a fourth part of the goods 


of the Church to be given to the poor ; 
but it 1s ſomewhat ſhameful for a Pro- 
fefſor of the Law, 40 cite the Decrees of 
Pope Sylveſter , as genuine , which were 
forged alinoſt 500 years after his death. 
As to the Law of King Alfred; why are 
not thoſe Laws as well produced, which 
direct a community of poſſeſſions in the 
Biſhop and his Clergy, as in the firſt en- 
dowment of the Church 2 May that Cler- 
gyman be accurſed, who doth not give 
Alms of that he hath, and maintain Ho- 

| ſpitality 
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ſpitality among his Neighbours and Pa- 
riſhioners according to his circumſtances 


and ability : yet no man can, without 


great ignorance of the change of times, 
imagine the ſame obligation of alms and 
hoſpitality to continue in the Clergy, 
which was formerly. Before the Retor- 
mation, it was the humour of all orders 
ot men in the Nation, to maintain an ef- 
tule Hoſpitality (ro which they were the 
more induced, by the great cheapneſs of 
all things conſumable) ; and without it 
no Great man could keep up his Intereſt 
or Reputation. Now the Lay-Nobility 
and Gentry have wholly laid it aſide, and 
if it could be continued by the Clergy, it 
would be accounted no other than Luxu- 
ry and Prodigality. Then it was a real 
Charity to make conſtant Feaſts for the 
interiour people , who lived very mean- 
ly and hardly. Now they generally live 
ſo well, that a good entertainment would 
very little oblige them, and would ſcarce 
be a work ot Charity. Then the Re- 
venues of the Clergy were very great x 
no Taxes were impoled on them, but by 
themſelves ; the recovery of their rights 
and dues was eaſie, being left wholly to 
the deciſion of their own Courts ; their 
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Title for life was ſecure ; what everchange 
in Goverament happened, they were un- 
diſturbed ; they were not obliged to 
make any proviſion for Poſternty ; and 
laſtly. little Learning was then required 
or expected of them, and conſequently 
few Books neccſiary tro ther. On the 
contrary, fince the Reformation, tlie far 
greatcr part of their Revenues have been 
taken away from them, and even of that 
little which remains, a great part is di- 
miniſhed by prevailing modi decimandt ; 
and after all it is often not to be obtained 
but by courſe of Law, and that taken 
out of the hands of Eccleſiaſtical Judges 
in moſt caſes of moment, and pur into a 
long, coſtly, and difficult methed ; they 
arc burdened with conſtant ordinary Taxes 
unknown to Laymen ; in extraordinary 
Taxes they are gencrally torced to pay a 
much greater proportion than other men, 
who in ſome places opprels them as they 
plcaſe herein, without any remedy : con- 
cerning the inſecurity of their Title, it is 
not neceſſary to ſay any thing, and the 
Law hath allowed them to bring up chil. 
dren for the ſervice of the publick , and 
conſequently to make a competent pro» 
viſion for them ; and laſtly, a great mea- 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
ſure of Learning and Knowledge being be- 
come' neceſſary ro them , a much grea- 
ter number and variety of Books is now 
requiſite, than was formerly to them. 
Theſe conſiderations may periwade any 
reaſonable man, that it is not juſt to ex- 
pet cqual Alms and Hoſpitality, in the 
preſent as in the ancient Clergy. But at- 
ter all, Plurality is fo far from obſtruQ- 
ing, that ut increaſeth both Charity and 
Hoſpitality in the Clergy; enabling them 
to perform both more freely and plenti- 
fully, than otherwiſe they could do; and 
that may be as well performed in the 
Benefice leſs frequented, as in the other. 
For there is no Benefice ſo rich, which a 
man may not, it he fo pleaſeth, expend 
wholly in Alms and Hoſpitality, in that 
three months reſidence, which the Canon 
requireth. As to matter of fact, that no 
ſuch Reſidence is made, if it were true, it 
would be the fault of the Biſhop, who 
doth not enforce the Pluraliſt to obſerve 
the terms of his Diſpenſation. But when 


it is generally affirmed, it is no more 


true , than that other charge, that no 
Hoſpitality is kept by Plurahifts. 


For 
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= the fourth —_—— hy on 
the Scandals conſequent to Plurality, t 
need no other anſwer, than that ſince 
all the diſorders and inconvemences, trom 
which the ſuppoſed Scandal doth ariſe, 
are proved to be unjuſtly charged upon 
ws n=" pang Scandal muſt 
fall to the ground. 

- If Plurality be neither unlawful in it 
(elf, nor contrary to the deſign of the 
endowment of Churches, nor the cauſe 


of any notable inconveniencies, as hath 


been largely proved ; it cannot be the oc- 
cafion of any Scandal to thoſe who right- 
ly judge. It will indeed till be 10N 
of Scandal to ſuch as have been deceived 
by the unjuſt exclamations, which have 
been made againſt it, and refuſe to be un- 
deceived : but then the fault lyes wholly, 
not in the nature of the thing, but in the 
Authours of the Scandal, who repreſent 
an innocent praftice of the Church «s an 
inexcuſable Scandal. If the Surplice and 
Croſs be ſcandalous to any ; thole men 
only are to be blamed, who have perſwa- 
ded the ſimple people, that they are un- 
lawful or ſuperſtitious. If the 
of the Trinity be matter of Scandal to a 
S0- 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
Socinian," he muſt lay the whole blame 
upon his own underſtanding. The Church 
is not obliged to account for theſe thi 
nor to her Doftrines, Ceremonies 
and received Praftices, to pleaſe the hu- 
mour of brainſick men. However ſome- 
what muſt be particularly anſwered to 
that violent exclamation , whereby they 
pretend the practice of the Church of 
England herein, to be more corrupt and 
enormous, than it ever was before the 
Reformation , or now is in the Church of 
Rome. It is alledged , that the Church. of 
Rome, after all ber im e, us aſhamed 
of theſe abuſes : yet it 1s well known, that 
the praftice is continued and defended by 
her. The Example of Fraxce is produced 
againſt us; but I would fain know what 
abuſe our Church hath in this kind, com- 
parable to their Commendatory Abbots ? 
The opinion of the greater and better num- 
ber of the Prelates tm the Council of Trent, 
is produced with oftentation againſt Plu- 
ralities ; yet I make uſe of the fame Hi- 


7 A 


of that Council, and therein I find pag. 252. 


theſe words : The wiſer ſort of Prelates 
d uniformly to inhibit all, of what con- 
ſoever, to have more than three Be- 
fices. It is acknowledged, that the > 
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formerly gave Diſpemfatiuns for Phirati. 
ties, without namber or meaſure: and pre- 
lently added , that it is wrt much better 
now, nay far worſe. Ot the wurh of this 
let every man judge: Our Church hath 
confined her Diſpenſatwons ro the number 
of two Benefices, arid 'the meaſure to rhe 
diſtance of 30- miles.” The number is n*- 
ver exceeded ; the diſtance very rarely, 
and thet only when the! Archbiſhops are 
over-raled by an expreſs command: from 
Court, which hath not been done it late 
AHil.Conc, Years. Father Pdul could have tole rhe 
Trent, p. Author of this ObjeAivon-, thi in the 
2514252 Church of Rowe , 30 of '42 Beneſives if 
divers places of Chriſtendom were offer 
united in favor of ſome one perfort ; rhiat 
Bifhopricks were often giver! to men not 
having the Epiſcopal Order ; and that 
Pope Clement VII. did in the year 1534. 
grant to his Nephew the Cardinal de Me- 
dicis, all the Bericfiecs and Spiritual Pre- 
ferments of the whole Chriſtian World, 
Secular 2nd Regular, with and without 
cure, being vacant, for fix months toge- * 
ther. Or if theſe Examples will not fa 
tisfie, let the Praftice of Plurality in Arch» 
biſhop Peckham's time (45 it was before 
ſet down) be remembred. Will any one. 
now 
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now lay, that ſuch exorbitancy of Plurg» 
litigs is now practifed in our Church ? Af 
ter the coryiftion of this principal ar- 
ticlke &f accuſation, it Will not be neceſlary 
to pals on to the confutation of leſſer mi- 
ſtakes ; as that formerly in this Kingdom 
many Biſhopricks and Abbies were injoyed by 
Foreigners, who never ſaw them : Whereas 
there never were in England above four 
ſuch Biſhops, and not ene Abbot that I 
cauld ever find. That Diſpenſations were 
then few, becauſe they n_ be had from 
Rome, came ſlowly, &c. whereas their Le» 
gates and Procurators here refident were 
wont to grant them. That rbere are tex 
Diſpenſations for Pluralities now for one 
then ; which 1s affirmed w athout any proot 
or runs : and that few of thoſe diſpenſed 
with, were Now-reſident upon both their Li- 
vings, as now ; Whereas then Biſhops and 
Noblemen were wont to retain in their 
Families five times as many Chaplains and 
Clergymen, as they do now. 

The laſt occaſion of Scandal pretended 
to be adminiſtred by Pluralitics, is that it 
cauſerh the Clergy to appear worldly- 
minded ; whereas they ought rather in 
imitation of the firſt Preachers of the Go- 
ſpel, to affeR, or at leaſt fit down con- 
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tented with Poverty ; that 
only to propoſe to themſelves 
of God, and not their own intereſt; and 
that it is unevangelical to defire increaſe 
of poſſeſſion. Theſe Topicks appear very 
plauſible indeed, and were therefore em- 
ployed againſt the Secular Clergy for- 
merly by the Mendicant Friers, and lately 
by their ſucceſſours in hypocrifie the Puri- 
tans. Yet it was always obſerved of them, 
that they were more greedy of riches, 
and at the fame time more ſordid, than 
any other generation of men. Whether 
the Obſervation be not true of theſe alſo, 
let the world judge. But to come to the 
merits of the cauſe ; it is a very fallacious 
argument, to infer from the Poverty and 
Simplicity of the firſt planters of the Go-« 
ſpel, that their Succeſſours ought to be 
ſo. It may with as much reaſon be de- 
duced from the community of poſſeſſions, 
which obtained among all Chriſtians in 
the Apoſtolick times , that the goods of 
all Chriſtians ought to be common now. 
In the beginning of Chriſtianity, the Lai- 
ty as well as Clergy were generally poor : 
For not many wiſe, not many mighty, wot 
many noble were called. Yet no man thinks 
ir reaſonable, that the Laty ſhould be 
now 
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now concluded by this example. To the 
firſt Preachers of the Goſpel, the Miracles 
wrought by them created a ſufficient re- 
gard and reverence ; bur after the ceaſing 
of Miracles, that was to be obtained to 
the Clergy by their Learning and Autho- 
rity, neither of which can be got or main- 
tained without competent riches. Cer- 
tainly God beſt underſtood what was fit 
to be done herein, when he founded the 
Church and State of the Jews : Yet he 
commanded the Clergy ro be endowed 
far in proportion above the Laity. Where» 
as now, all that the Clergy defue, is that 
the ſmall remaining part of what was an- 
ciently given to them, by the munifi- 
cence of our Princes ; and which after all 
raiſeth them nor equal level with ingenu- 
ous perſons of the Laity ; ſhould not be 
taken from them. The envy and malig- 
nity, wherewith almoſt all forts of men 
iook upon the poſſeſſions of the Clergy, 
is indeed unaccountable. It cannor be de- 
nied, that they are Engliſhmen and tree- 
born Subjeds as well as others, that they 
have the ſame Rights and Priviledges 
with others; that what they poſſeſs was 
given to them by the ſame Authority (if 
not greater) by which any Laymen on 

their 
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their Eſtates ; that out of their poſſeſſions 
they contribute as much as any others to 
the ſupport of the publick, nay tar more 
than any others in proportion ; that they 
live as ſoberly and inoffenſively (ro fay 
no more) as others do; yet a competent 
Eſtate inveſted in them , ſhall be envied 
and maligned, which in the moſt vicious 
Layman of the Nation would have eſcaped 
without envy or murmur. As it a man 
muſt be made incapable of all the com- 
forts and bleſlings ot life, only becauſe he 
peculiarly attends the publick Service of 
God, and inſtructs other men in piety 
and virtue. Bur it is pretended, that they 
are obliged by their profeſſion to ſeek on- 
ly the glory of God, and to deſpile the 
riches ot this World. All this other Chri- 
ſtians are obliged ro do as well as they ; 
ro ſeek the glory of God in the firſt place, 
and to deſpiſe Riches, when they are not 
conſiſtent with the preſervation of Reli- 
gion. But ro imagine, that a Clergyman 
ought 1n no wile to ſeek his own tempo» 
ral good, or the encreaſe of poſſeſſion, is 
Fanatical Non-ſenſe ; which no man, that 
ever pretended to it, would abide by in 
his own concern. It is not contrary to 


the Goſpel nor the deſign of the Sacred 


Office, 
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- A Defence of Pluralities, 
Office, ſimply to deſire riches, or eacreaſe 
of poſſeſſions ; but only by ſiniſter me- 
thods to procure, or to. make an ill uſe 
of them.. Now Pluraliſts are no more in- 
clined by the nature of Plurality, to 
make an ill uſe of their revenues or poſ- 
ſeſſions, than Unaliſts are by the nature 
of one Benefice to do the fame. Any one 
may perform the duties of a good Clergy- 
man, and a good conſcience, or he may 
negle& them, in either caſe. . Ir is there- 
fore the ill uſe, not the _ of riches, 
which ought to be blamed in Clergymen. 
But I hope the Clergy are not yer fo cor- 
rupt, that it can be juſtly ſaid, that they 
make not generally . as. good uſe of their 
revenues, as other men, 


- I have anſwered all the pretended in- 
conveniencies of Pluralities, and ſhewn, 
that many of the things objected are falſe, 
ſome of them, not really inconvenient ; 
and that as many as are really fo, are not 
the conſequents of . Plurality , . but com» 
mon as well to Clergymen holding one 
Benefice as two ; and ſuch as may, and 
ought to be remedied by the Biſhops, and 
other Eccleſiaſtical Superiours, only by 
executing the Laws and Canons of the 
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Church till in force, without any nece(- 
ſity of calling in the aſſiſtance of new Laws. 
But ſuppoſing that ſome ſhght inconve- 
niencies did attend Plurality, if ſtall it 
carries far greater conveniences along with 
it, it muſt be acknowledged, that the per- 
miſſon aud continuance is not really in- 
convenient to the Church. And that it 
doth include ſuch conveniencies, upon a 
ſhort view will eaſily be diſcovered. 
- Firſt then, Plurality is nat only conve- 
nient, but even neceſiary to the Church 
in its preſent condition, by reaſon of the 
great number of Benefices of little value, 
which are found in Exg/and ; the cure of 
which can no way be provided for bur 
by Plurality. In this Nation are ſome 
Benefices not excecding the value of five 
pounds per anmm ; many hundreds not 
exceeding, twemy pounds, and ſome thou- 
ſands not exceeding thirty pounds. Now 
in almoſt all theſe the Cure of Souls muſt 
utterly be neglected, if it be not allow- 
ed to Clergymen to hold two of them 
rogether, ſince = will not _ ſub- 
ence, None of the op of Plu- 
ralities can deny the nun of this 
caſe : Yet if thoſe who maintain the ſin- 
'fulnefs of them, would reaſon confiſtent- 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
ly, ſuch a Pluraliſt ought no more to be 
allowed , than of the two greateſt Li- 
vings in Eng/and. For if Plurality be fin- 
ful in its own nature, and Reſidence due 
jure divino ; it would be equally unlawful 
to hold two Benefices of 20, as of 200 
pounds per annum. But it is too ordi- 
nary a thing for men in their hear, not 
to ſee the conſequences of their own po 
ſitions. 

Thus Plurality is in many caſes nece{- 
fary to provide to the Clergy even a ſub- 
ſiſtence, as to the neceſſaries of life; and 
in other caſcs is neceſſary to provide for 
them ſuch a competency of ſubſiſtence, as 
is agreeable to their charaQter and order 
in the world. For (as an excellent Pre- 
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late of our Church hath obſerved) thoſe Biſhop of 


ſeem to have very little regard to the flou- 


riſbing condition of a Church , who would 
confine the ſufficiency of a ſubſiſtence meerly 
to the neceſſaries of life. There ought to 
be ſufficient proviſion made, to encourage 
ingenuous perſons to enter into the Cler- 
gy , to free them from anxious cares 
when initiated, and purchaſe ro them 
ſuch neceſſaries, as the manner of the 
ſervice they undertake doth require ; and 
to reward ſuch, as by extraordinar 
N 2 Wort 
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Worth and Learning , ſhall merit more 
than others. All thele proviſions are ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary, to the well being of 
arly Church ; but none of them, in the 
preſent circumſtances of things, and po- 
verty of the revenucs' of the Church, can 
be tully obtained, withour the permiſſion 
of Plurality. 

The number of Benefices in England, 
which may ſingly anſwer any of the ends 
above meationed, is very ſmall. Did not 
the hopes of obtaining ſomewhat more 
than a bare competence, influence Parents 
and Youth ; none of good condition, or 
ſit for any other imployment, would be 
bred up to the Clergy, or enter into holy 
O:ders. For here, all the Topicks of E- 
vangelical poverty, and how a Clergy- 
man ought nor to ſeek the things of the 
world, or to dcfire riches, would per- 
fwade very Tittle : Parents would not 
breed up their ſons to the Clergy upon 
fuch condirions. It is certain, that the 
moſt frugal perſon, cannot breed his fon 
co the Clergy inthe Univerſity under the 
expence of 200 pounds. If Pluralities 
were taken away, it would be little leſs 
than madneſs to imagine, that any Pa- 
rent will tEring up lis fon carefully at 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
School, and afterwards beſtow 200 pounds 
upon his education in the Univerſity, on- 
ly to purchaſe poverty for him. Or if 
any Parents ſhould be ſo good natured or 
zealous as to do it, yet it would be im- 
poſſible ro perſwade Young men well 
educated, who are naturally aſpiring, and 
led by their hopes, to enter into a Cleri- 
cal lite, in which they can expe no more 
than a bare competence ; and not rather 
take up other profeſſions, which will pro- 
duce to them infinitely more profic with 
I:(s labour. It would be vain in this cal. 
to urge to a Young man,that in a Cler;cz] 
life he muſt be contented with a bare 
competence ; that the riches of this World 
ovght to be deſpiſed, &c. He would cer- 
tainly anſwer, that if things be fo, he will 
never enter into that State of life, which 
ſhall lay ſuch an obligation of ſelf-derial 
upon him, For upon whatever principles, 
men already initiated into the Sacred 
Office, do proceed to execute their duty, 
and continue in it notwithitanding pover- 
iy or any other diſcouragement ; it is un- 

eniable, that ir is the hopes of advance- 
ment, which perſwadcth almoſt all to en- 
ter into Orders: and it muſt be great 
want of underſtanding, to imagine that it 
N 3 cag 
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can or will be otherwiſe. Young men 
will never be brought to it, when they 
ſhall ſee, that others of no better birth, 
parts or education than themlelves, ob- 
tain plentiful Eſtates by raking up other 
Profeſſions, If Pluralities, which encreaſe 
the ſubſiſtence of the Clergy beyond a 
bare competence, were aboliſhed ; it would 
infallibly follow, that no Parents of qua- 
lity would breed up their ſons to the 
Clergy ; that no Young man of good 
parts and pregnant hopes would enter in- 
to the Clergy ; that there would remain 
none for the ſervice of the Church, but 
of the loweſt and meaneſt fort of the 
people, and of thoſe only ſuch, as through 
inſuperable dulneſs could not hope to 
make their Fortunes in any other Profel- 
ſion. 

Further, a bare Competence as to ne- 
ccſſaries of Life, will not ſuffice to purchaſe 
to the Clergy ſuch other advantages, as 
are abſolutely neceſſary to them in the 
ſervice of the Church : theſe are Authori- 
ty, Ability to exerciſe Charity, and 
helps of Learning. None of theſe can 
be obtained in ſuch a Proviſion, as only 
ſupplicth the neceſſities of Life. To be- 
gin with the laſt, every Man, who _ 
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the World and the buſineſs of Learning, 
muſt confeſs, that the Study of Divir..- 
ty, and thoſe other Sciences , which are 
neceſſary to a compleat Divine, tis fo 
vaſt and diffuſe ; and the number of Books, 
wherewith he ought ro be acquainted, fo 
very great ; that a ſmall Eſtate can never 
enable him to obtain ſuch as are even ne- 
ceſſary, to make him uſeful or conſider- 
able in his Profeſſion. It is well known, 
that there are ten times more Books re- 
quired, to the Study of Divinity, than 
to any other Profeſſion ; altho the Re- 
wards, and temporal Advantages of 0- 
ther Profeſſions are far Superiour to thoſe 
of the firſt, and yet no Man murmers at 
them, In the purchaſe of ſuch Books, 
as are abſolutely neceſſary to a, learned 
Divine, a Revenue of ſix ſcore Pounds 
per amnuns (which the late Ads of Parlia- 
ment ſeem to ſuppoſe a ſufficient Revenue 
for a Clergy-Man, impoſing a Tax in the 
nature of a mul& upon Pluraliſts poſſe(- 
ſing more) would contribute very little. 
Andif the neceſſary helps to Learning be 
denied to the Clergy, they cannot main- 
tain the Honour and Well-being of the 
Church ; nor defend the cauſe of Chriſti- 
anity in general, or of the reformed Re- 

ligion 
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ligion in particular, as it ought to be. 
What = expected by ns 
man, however Learned and Induſtrious, 
when through want of a proportionable 
Eſ _ he n_ not —_— - _ in the 
Inſtruments of doing , of performing 
eminent Service to - Church or to the 
World ; when his Library muſt be redu- 
ced-to a Concordance, a Poſtil, and a Po+ 
lyanthea , and his Purſe will reach no fur- 
ther2 Of theſe indeed Mr. Seldes hath 
ſaid the Library of a Clergy-man doth 
conſiſt, and from thence taketh oecaſion 
to upbraid them of Ignorance. The 


7's Charge indeed then was falſe ; for the 


Clergy were then in a flouriſhing condi- 
tion; and had arrived to as 'great an 
height of Learning,as was ever known in 
the Chriſtian Church. But if by the 
diminution of the encouragements and 
revenues of the Clergy, their Libraries 
ſhould be indeed reduced to ſuch a con- 
dition ; they would ſoon give juſt occa- 
ſion to the. Fnemies of the Church, to 
upbraid them of Ignorance, and to make 
their advantage of it. If we call to 
mind all the famous Writings of our Cler- 
gy, publiſhed ſince the Retormation, to 
rhe increaſe and ſupport of Religion, oy 
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advancement of Knowledge, and the ho- 
nour of the Nation : We ſhall find, that 
they were almoſt all written by thoſe 
who were well preferred in the Church. 
A Soul oppreſſed with Poverty, can ne- 
ver raiſe itſelf to attempt any great de- 
ſign in this Nature ; or if it ſhould at- 
tempt it, in a condition unable to pur- 
chaſe the neceſſary helps of Learning, the 
attempt would be bur vain. I know that 
the Caſe of Mr. Hooker will be objefted 
againſt this Aſſertion : But it is a vulgar 
Errour, which the Author of his Life 
hath alſo taken up, that he was bur 
meanly preferred, For to my certain 
knowledge, at the time when he wrote 
his celebrated Books of Ecclefiaſtical 
Polity , he had very great prefer- 
ments, of which he died 
ſed. 

It is no leſs neceſſary to the ſupport of 
Religion, that a Clergy-man be able to 
give Alms liberally, and to maintain 
ome ſort of Hoſpitality in the place where 
he liveth : as well to give Example to the 
Laity , as to oblige the Poorer ſort to 
the Practice of their Duty , by that In- 
fluence, which the Application of Cha- 
rity to them ſha!! obtain. The neceſiity 


of 
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of this is not indeed ſo obvious in great 
Cities; But whoever knows the ſtate of 
Country Pariſhes, and the Conditions 
and Humours of the Poorer fort there ; 
will confeſs, that a fenſe of Religion can 
hardly be kept up among them, unleſs 
it be in the Power of the Pariſh-Prieft 
to oblige them by Charity and Hoſpita- 

lity. 

hom all it is neceſſary to the preſer- 
vation of Religion, that the Clergy do 
not want thoſe helps, which will give ro 
them Reſpe&t and Authority among the 
People; which a bare Competence can 
never do, unleſs they be able ro maintain 
themſelves in a condition above the com- 
mon Rank of Men, Ir is certain, that 
it is not ſo much the force of Reaſon, or 
the ſenſe of Daty, which maintains Reli- 
10n among many of the meaner and un- 
ſort; as the Opinion which they 
have of their Paſtors, and the deference 
which they are _— to pay to their 
Judgment and Direttion. If the Clergy 
ſhould be reduced ro a bare Subſiſtence ; 
all this authority would fall to the Ground ; 
and their Perſons thereby becoming con- 
temptible to the People, Religion would 
be deſpiſed with them. Even among 4 
ons 
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ſons of greater Knowledge and better Edu- 
cation , Piety and Vertue in that caſe 
could ſcarce be maintained ; when fuch 
would ſcorn to converſe with thoſe, whoſe 
Poverty made them far Inferiour to their 
Quality. Men may frame to themſelves 
what Syſtems they pleaſe in their Cloſets, 
and in Speculation, and imagine that the 
C however poor, will ſtill be honoured 
for their Works ſake; that Vertue and a 
conſcientious Diſcharge of their Duty will 
procure to them everlaſting reſpe& and 
Authority. Bur when theſe Syſtems are 
reduced to practice, Experience demon- 
ſtrates the Folly of them. If an Angel 
ſhould deſcend from Heaven, and = 
upon him the Miniſterial Office; if he 
abſtained from working Miracles, he 
would never be able to procure any great 
Reſpet to himſelf, or do eminent Ser- 
vice to the Church and to Religion ; un- 
leſs he _— converſe with the Gentry 
upon equal ground, and were raiſed a 
degree above the Commonalty. Let any 
Gentleman fancy himſelf ſtripe of his 
large Poſſeſſions, and reduced to a bare 
ſubſiſtence ; and then let him imagine, 
if he can, that his Vertue will ſecure that 
Authority among his Neighbours, which 
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A Defence of Pluralities. 
a large Eſtate,and Power delegated to him 
for the ſake of it,did before procure to him. 
In the laſt place, it is neceſſary, that 
additional Proviſions be made for the Re- 
ward of thoſe _— = by ho 
traordinary Learni Induſtry, ſhall 
deſerve more wn, 5 For without 
this the Church would be deprived of the 
benefit of almoſt all the extraordinary 
Labours of her Clergy; fince ſcarce any 
CESS —_— to wo nm =_ any 
pains, if after all t were 
no hopes of beiog diſtinguiſhed from 0- 
thers, who labour not ſo much, as well 
by their Preferment as by their Merit. It 
is commonly faid indeed, that Prebends 
and other Dignities in Cathedral Churches, 
were intended for Rewards of extraordi- 
nary Merit, and are ſufficient to that pur- 
poſc. But it is to be conſidergd, that 
thoſe are givea promilcuouſly, as Bene- 
fices are, ro Men of ordinary as extraor- 
dinary worth, and that it never did or 
can happen otherwiſe ; that the Perſons 
of extraordinary worth to whom they 
are given, are generally thoſe who ply 
next at Court, that Rewards of extraor- 
dinary Merit, ought to be provided for 
the Clergy of other Diocclles, as y_ 
or 


A Defince of Plaralnies. 189 
for them ; that many Biſhops have not 
the gift of one Prebend, wherewith to 
Reward their Chaplains and deſerving 
Clergy ; and the Arch-Biſhop himſelf of 
no more than three: and conſequently 
that no conſtant Proviſion can be made 
for extraordinary Merit, otherwiſe than 
by Pluralities, 

Other great inconveniencies, which 
would ariſe from confining the Revenues 
of the Clergy to a bare Subſiſtence, might 
be urged:as,that it would refle& diſhonour 
upon Religion ; that it would ſoon intro» 
duce a general Ignorance ; that it would 
induce them to tollow a Secular Life; that 
it would tempt them to prevaricate, ro 
flatter Vice in Rich Men, and to betray 
the Cauſe of Religion in times of Fryal, 
ſuch as we lately ſaw. Theſe and the 
above-mentioned Conſiderations make it 
abſolutely wn A that the Clergy 
ſhould be endowed with, and permitted 
to enjoy ample Poſlicſlions and Revenues. 
God therefore foretold it as the great 
Bleſſing of his Church, which ſhould be 
founded among the Genti/es, that Xings 
ſhould be her Nurfing- Fathers, and Queens 1g, ,. ,. 
her Nurfing- Mothers. Which Prophecy 
may well be expounded, to denote ( a- 

mong 
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mong other things) the Favour and large 
Rewards, which Secular Princes, when 
converted to the Faith, ſhould beſtow 
upon the Miniſters of the Church, for 
the increaſe and continuance of the Faith. 
This was abundantly performed in our 
Church, by the Kings and Queens and 
Noble Perſonages of Eng/and, whoſe Me- 
mory is for ever bleſled; and the En- 
dowment made by them, confirmed by 
innumerable ſubſequent Laws. Then the 
Endowment was {o large, and the num- 
ber of extraordinary Proviſions in Con- 
ventual, Cathedral, and Collegiate 
Churches, and from Chauntries and Ob- 
lations, ſo very great ; that the aſſiſtance 
of Pluralities was not fo very neceſlary 
to the Honour of Religion, and 
of the . But when by Impropria- 
tions at firſt, and afterwards by the Alic- 
nation of Abbey and other Church-lands, 
almoſt all the extraordinary Proviſions 
were taken away, and the ordinary Pro- 
viſion reduced to leſs than half ; it is im- 
poſſible ro maintain the deſign of thoſe 
Endowments, that is, the flouriſhing con- 
dition of the Church, without the aſliſt- 
ance of Pluralities. In the continuance 
of this benefit to the Church, we doubt 

not, 
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not, but their preſent Majeſties will ant 
tate the Piety and Devotion of their An- 
ceſtors; and as they once preſerved this 
Church from eminent dapger of Ruin, 
by their Wiſdom and Valour, will alſo 
maintain the well-being and the flouriſh- 
ing eſtate of it by countenancing and con- 
tinuing all thoſe Inſtitutions, Cuſtoms, 
= Practiſes, which are acceſſary ro that 
I might inſiſt upon many other Con- 
venicncies and Benefits, which accrue to 
the Church from the uſe of Pluralicies ; 
as, that hereby yourg Clergy-men are 
trained up in Curacies under others more 
ve and experienced, and fitted for the 
Serie of any Parochial Church in their 
; Who, if at their firſt admiſ- 
Goa into Holy Orders, the Cure of Souls 
and Government of Parochial Churches 
had been committed to them, would be 
apt to commit many indiſcreet acts, and 
execute their Truſt unskilfully. Yet che 
preſent circumſtances of things make x 
neceſary to to admit thoſe, who are educa- 
nd 4 ergy, into Orders as ſoon as 
their Age —_— otherwiſe the Church 
would ſoon want a competent number 
of Candidates to ſupply her _— 
Ince 
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tisfie for the renth part of them ; And 
from the finiſhing of their Studies, to 
their Preſentation to a Benefice, there is 
no other Proviſion made for them than 
by Curacies. That by the fame benefit 
Proviſion is made for Deacons, who are 
incapable of poſſeſſing a Benefice them- 
ſelves. That hereby the Cure of Souls 
in many Pariſhes is executed by two Per- 
ſons; which is a great advantage to thoſe 
Pariſhes, and to Religion- in general. For 
it may happen, that the Incumbent of 


any one Pariſh be negligent in his Duty, 


or unlearned : but it can ſcarce happen, 


that in a Pariſh held by a Pluraliſt, and 


ſerved alternately by the Incumbent and 
his Carate, that both Incumbent and Cu- 
rate ſhould be alike negligent or unlearn- 
ed. That hereby Proviſion is made for 
Chaplains, attending and aſliſting Biſhops 
in the execution of rheir Office, and Go- 
vernment of their Dioceſſes ; or main- 
taining and preſerving Religion and Ver- 
tue in the Families of Noblemen. 


Con: 
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Have now finiſhed what I had to ay 

in defence of Pluralities, and ſubmuc 
the whole to the Conſideration of indit- 
terent Judges. Having done this, I hope 
| may be allowed ro ſpeak to the Pluraliſt 
Clergy (whoſe Cauſe I have all this 
while defended ) with all treedom. Them 
I muſt conjure by the Honour of God , 
and (which to ingenuous Perſons ought 
alſo to be an irrefiſtable Argument) by 
the ſenſe of their Duty, to make ſuch 
aſe of the favour of Plurality granted to 
them, that Religion and the Church may 
receive no inconvenience thereby, and no 
juſt occaſion of Scandal may be given by 
them, I have proved indeed, that Plu- 


rality doth not 1n its own Nature beger. 


any Inconveniencies or Scandals. But if 
it be not rightly uſed, if the terms of the 
Diſpenſation be not fulfilled, it they fo 
behave themſelves, as it they cared not 
for the Souls of either Pariſh; or if they 
live wholly at one, and ſeldom viſit the 
other; it they think themſelves wholly 
disburthen'd of the Cure of Souls, by the 
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delegation of it to a Curate; it they put 
no bounds to their delire of Pluralitics, 
hold rwo by Union, a third by Seque- 
ſtration, and perhaps a fourth under the 
Naine of another Man by Simonaacal 
Contraft; if they neglc& to give Alms 
and to ule Hoipralty in both their 


Benc f1-cs according to their Abilines ; it 


they lutler their Houſes to be dilapidated, 
and have no regard to the good of their 
Suceetlors : much more, it without any 
reafonable Excule, they arc continually or 
frequently abſent from both their Cures, 
entcr to hunt after better Preferment 
ellewhere, or to folicw their Pleaſure and 
Jive more ar caſe in great Cities and 
Towns : It they are not excuſed by Per- 
ſonal AtrtunCanre in the Families of Bi- 
ſhops or Great Men, or by proſecution of 
tie Studics in the Univerſities, or by 
detigns of publick Service to the Church, 
more advantageous to Religion in general, 
than the Perſonal ſupplying any two 
Country Cures would be; or by indi{- 
potition of B:dy, real and not pretended : 
I withour any of tlicſe Lawful Exculcs, 


thcy ab{nt themſelves from the Cure ct 


Souls commutted to them, or do not 1nm- 
mcuiarcly betake themielves to the Per- 
ſonal 
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ſonal execution of it : When any of thee 
Reaſons ceaſe, which did betore excule 
them; 1n all tacſe caſes Plurality will in 
them be the occaſion of great Inconveni- 
encics to the Church, an4 Scandal to Re- 
I'gion. It was never my delign to dc- 
fend ſuch Practifes, nor can they be &x- 
cuſed by any Principles laid down in this 
Treatiie. 

Burt becauſe all Men will not be per- 
{waded to do their Duty, I beg leave in 
the next place, to addreſs my felt, with 
all Reverence to the Arch-biſhops and Bi- 
ſhops of our Church, and entreat them 
to force ſuch Pluraliſts to do their Duty. 
This they are empowered to do by the 
Canons and Laws of our Church and Na- 
tion ſtill in force : By the due execution 
of winch they may regulate all ſuch dif 
orders, and all other corruptions, whucl 
have crept into the Church. It is nor 
the fault of her Conſticurion, which oc- 
caſions any of theſe Inconveniencies, but 
the negle&t of her Orders, and non-ex: - 
cution of her cſtablithed Diciplinz. It 
theſe were vigorouſly revived ; it their 
Lordihips would pleaſe diligently ro ar- 
rend and inſpect their D.oceſles, force their 
Arcl-deacons to do their Duty, the Chap- 
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ters of their Cathedral Churches to ob- 
ſerve their Statutes, the Pluraliſt Clergy 
to fulfil the terms of their Diſpenſations, 
and all their Clergy to obey the Canons, 
and to do their known Duty : all that 
Benefit and Reformation would follow , 
which ſome ( not knowing the excellence 
of the preſent Conſtitution ) propole to 
obtain by ſuch new Laws and ProjeCts, as 
would perhaps ſhake and endanger the 
whole Fabrick of the Church. What 
the Lord Bacon obſerved concerning Na- 
tural Philoſophy, that a ſuperficial know- 
ledge of it makes Men Atheiſts, but a 
pertet knowledge of it reduceth them to 
Religion; is fully as true in Eccleſiaſtical 
Polity. An imperfect view and know- 
ledge of the Conſtitucion and State of our 
Church, makes Men deſirous of a Change 
or Reformation ; but a thorough know- 
ledge of it, makes them not only be con- 
tent but pleaſed with her preſent Conſti- 
tution, only defirous that her excellent 
Laws and Inſtitutions may be put in pra- 
tice. This caſe of Pluralities was gene- 
rally eſteemed the moſt ſcandalous and 
inexcuſable of all her ſuppoſed Corrup- 
tions : yet upon a ftrit examination of 


, It, it doth now (as | hope) appear to 
be 
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be neither ſcandalous nor inconvenient ; 
but lawful, neceſſary, and advantageous 
to the Church. All the real inconvent- 
encies of it, proceed wholly trom the ill 
uſe of it, and from the faults of private 
perſons, to which the beſt Inſtitutions are 
equally ſubje& ; and which it is to be ho- 
ped their Lordſhips the Biſhops, will in 

*time remedy, by the due application of 
that Authority, which the Laws of this 
Church and Nation have already inveſted 
in them. 
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